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Current Topics. 
The Poor Suitors Panels. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a notice issued frem the Central Office that 
the lists of counsel in town and country who are willing to assist 
in the carrying out of the new scheme for helping poor suitors 
are now being prepared. There will be two lists—one for those 
who are willing to investigate and report on cases, and the other 
for those who are willing to give their services in litigation. 
The assistance of counsel will in all cases be gratuitous. Solicitors 
cannot agree with the client for costs, but they are not precluded 
from receiving out-of-pocket expenses, if the client can pay or 
there is any fund for the purpose, and he may have his costs out 
of money or property recovered up to one-fourth the amount or 
value. The new rules are printed ante, p. 497. They come into 
operation on the 9th of June. 


The Cinque Ports Admiralty Court, 

THE APPOINTMENT of that distinguished jurist, Sir PREDERICK 
POLLOCK, to succeed a great international lawyer, Mr. ARTHUR 
Coun, K.C., as judge of the Admiralty Court appertaining t» 
the Cinque Ports, reminds one of the antiquity of the office. Even 
before the regular establishment of the jurisdiction of the Lord 
High Admiral, whose judicial powers are now vested in the 
Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice, the Admiral of 
the Cinque Ports is mentioned in the records. In 1294, GERVASE 
ALARD, of Winchelsea, was named “ Capitaneus and Admirallus” 
of the fleet of the Cinque Ports, and all other ports from Dover 
to Cornwall; and he had “all the authorities, rights, and 
royalties belonging to an admiral annexed to his office” (2 
Hagg., at pp. 444-5; Selden Society, Select Pleas of the Court 
of Admiralty, vol 1, p. xii.). His court was specially preserved, 
| with a few others of an anomalous kind, such as the Mayor's 
| Court, Liverpool Court of Passage, Salford Hundred Court, 

Bristol Court of Tolzie, and Norwich Borough Court, in the 
| sweeping changes effected by the Municipal Reform Act of 1834, 
; and it still sits at Dover. It is not a sinecure, as is sometimes 
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imagined ; certainly, until recently, Mr. ArtHuR COHEN used 
to hear cases occasionally, although he used to prefer holding 
his court at the Royal Courts of Justice in London rather than 


at Dover. It is not a court of record, but appeals lie direct 
to the Privy Council, and where admiralty causes arise within 
the jurisdiction of the Cinque Ports, it has appellate jurisdiction 
from the county court in which they originate. The Merchant 
Shipping Act of 1894, s. 571, also preserved its first instance 
jurisdiction, as concurrent with that of the High Court, in cases 
within the Cinque Ports. Its judge is styled the “Judge 
Official and Commissary of the Court of Admiralty of the Cinque 
Ports.” He must not be confused with the “Commissioners 
within the Cinque Ports,” constituted by statute in 1820, who 
are nominated by the Lord Warden, to hear salvage claims 
arising on the coast between Seaford and Faversham, 


Other Admiralty Courts. 

WE MAY mention that in addition to the High Court, certain 
county courts and the Cinque Ports court, there are three other 
courts possessed of independent Admiralty jurisdiction in the 
British Empire. In fact, the admiral’s powers have been 
sub-divided and distributed to a singular degree both in naval 
and in judicial matters; in the former, the old office of Lord 


High Admiral has long been exercised by a body of 
Commissioners consisting of Civil Lords and Sea Lords. NELSON 


expected, if he destroyed the French and Spanish fleets at 
Trafalgar, that the old office would be revived for him in its 
entirety ; but his untimely death in the moment of victory put 
an end to any such scheme. The judicial powers of the admiral 
are even more scattered by distribution. In the colonies they 
were formerly exercised, first, by the vice-admiral in command, 
then by courts known as the. Vice-Admiralty Courts, and now by 
“Colonial Courts of Admiralty,” under the Colonial Courts of 
Admiralty Act, 1890. Appeals formerly lay direct from the 
Vice-Admiralty Courts to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, but since 1890 the appeal there is not direct ; it only 
arises, if at all, after an intermediate appeal to the local High 
Court. Again, another part of the admiral’s jurisdiction 
gradually got vested by charters, ordinances and statutes, in the 
Royal Courts of Jersey and Guernsey. That of Jersey claimed 
jurisdiction “ by immemorial usage ” for six miles beyond the low 
water-mark of the island, and that of Guernsey extendsto a similar 
limit over the whole “ bailiewick” of Guernsey—namely, the 
islands of Guernsey, Alderney and Sark. Both courts administer, 
not British Admiralty law, but a system based on the “Great 
Customary” of Normandy. One other anomalous court exists, 
that of the Isle of Man. This little island has, by immemorial 
usage, now consecrated by statute, a court presided over by a 
“Water Bailiff,” which in jurisdiction, law, and procedure is 
almost idertical with that presided over by Sir SAMUEL Evans. 
From this court, as well as the Royal Courts of Jersey and 
Guernsey, there lies an appeal to the Judicial Committee. 


The Auctioneers and Estate Agents’ Registration 
Bill. 

A BILt has been introduced in the House of Commons “to 
provide for the establishment of a register of persons practising 
as auctioneers or estate agents dealing with real estate, and for 
other purposes connected therewith.” It consists of forty-three 
elauses, of which clauses 3 to 19 ara concerned with the establish- 
ment of a registration board and a register, The board is to 
consist of three members, to be appointed by the Board of Trade, 
six by the Auctioneers and Estate Agents’ Institute (the 
Institute”), six by the Surveyors’ Institution (the “ Institution ”), 
and a further three or six who may be co-opted. Clause 19 defines 
the persons who will be entitled to be registered. They are («) 
fellows or associates of the Institute or the Institution, (b) persons 
in public practice at the date of the Act as auctioneers or estate 
agents in the British Isles, whoapply to be registered within three 
years after the passing of the Act, and (c) persons qualified by 
examinations held under clauses 20 and 21. Clauses 22 to 34 deal 
with matters incidental to registration. The really important clause 
is clause 35 which defines the disqualifications of unregistered 





persons. Such persons will be debarred (a) from valuing, or 
offering for sale by public auction, land or buildings ; 


(6) from holding themselves out to the public as ready to under- 
take for pay (i.) the valuation or offering for sale by public 
auction of land or buildings, or (ii.) the exercise of any tunction 
which may be prescribed by law as having to be exercised by a 
registered auctioneer or registered estate agent ; or (c) taking any 
title or description indicating that they are registered auctioneers 
or estate agents. There is a fine of £20 for acting in contraven- 
tion of the section, with a proviso exempting for three years 
auctioneers and estate agents in business at the date of the Act. 
Clause 4 contains a saving of the existing rights of solicitors and 
of the members of the various societies of accountants, architects 
and engineers. Of course, the justification for registration in the 
case of any particular business lies in the necessity for protecting 
the public against incompetent persons. As regards auctioneers, 
it is not clear that the reason holds good; but as to valua- 
tion, a stronger case could, no doubt, be made out, assuming, that 
is, that valuation is to be regarded as in the nature of an exact 
science, 

Delays in Hearing Indian Appeals. 

Lorp Mouton, in delivering recently a decision of the 
Judical Committee, commented severely on the long period that 
elapses between the setting down of Indian appeals and their 
actual hearing by the Board. ‘‘ One thing that strikes me most,” 
said his lordship, “is the number of years that elapse before 
appeals from India can be decided here. It is not the fault of 
this Board. We keep abreast of the work that is before us. It 
is no uncommon thing to find that more than six years have 
elapsed since the action was brought. It is so in the present 
case. We do not feel inclined to give any latitude.” The cause 
of these delays is due to the defective procedure that exists in 
India when an appeal is made, either by statute or by special 
leave, to the Judicial Committee. The record of the proceedings 
below has to be printed by the Indian High Court in which the 
cause was heard, and these courts seem to take an unconscionably 
long time about getting the printing done. Again, the respondent 
is allowed to carry in objections to the record, when it is printed, 
and this affords him an admirable pretext for manufacturing 
delays. Objection after objection is taken to the number of 
documents included; there is motion and counter-motion 
for inclusion and exclusion ; there are hearings in chambers and 
appeals to the court. When all the opportunities of delay 
affected by disputes as to the guantum of contents are at last 
exhausted, the respondent has another resource ; he moves for 
the increase, variation, or payment out of the security which the 
appellant has been ordered to give for bis costs of the appeal. 
But the whole blame is not considered by Privy Council 
practitioners to rest, as Lord MOULTON contends, on the Indian 
courts. For the appellant often gets his case printed in India 
when it comes before the local court of appeal, and therefore 
only requires to have the judgment of that court added in order 
to complete the record. But the Indian High Courts usually 
insist on documents being printed “in long quarto,” whereas the 
Privy Council rules requires the record before it to be “ in short 
quarto.” The result is that the Indian record has to be reprinted 
for the appeal. In the recent Besant case, however, Lord Hat- 
DANE announced that, in order to expedite the hearing, the 
Board would accept the record in any form presented to them 
—with the result that the sppeal was heard and disposed of 
without delay. Had the usual rules been insisted on, the 
wards in question would probably have grown to be bearded 
men, or, at any rate, would have long ceased to be in statu pupillari, 
before the question of their guardianship had been finally 
decided. 


Counsel’s Fees. 


Tue Court of Appeal, as reported elsewhere, have affirmed 
the decision of Evans, P., in Wells v. Wells (ante, p. 496) that 
counsel’s fees cannot be made the subject of a garnishee order. 
This is on the ground that only debts can be garnished, and that 
fees owing by a solicitor to counsel do not constitute a debt. 
As to the correctness of this as a general rule of law there can 
be no question, although, as SwiNFEN Eapy, L.J., said in his 
judgment, fees received by a trustee in bankruptcy of a solicitor 
are properly payable to counsel, and counsel may perhaps prove 
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for fees received before the bankruptcy. As we have already 
pointed out, there is a decision in support of the rule in 1629 
(Moor v. Row, 1 Rep. Ch. 38), and probably it could be traced 
back tothe Year Books. In later times it has been frequently 
recognized ; see Kennedy v. Broun (32 L. J.C. P. 137) and Re Le 
Brasseur & Oakley (1896, 2 Ch., p. 494). But of course the 
rea on given by LINDLEY, L.J., in the latter case is not a 
practical one. Counsel, he says, can require payment with the 
brief, and if be does not, the matter becomes one of ho our and 
not of obligation at all. Of course exactly the same reasoning 
would apply to any other profession or business. Anybody can 
require cash down, and the law enforces debts because in practice 
this is not done. And so counsel's fees are not as a rule paid in 
advance of the work being done, nor in the majority of cases 
pleadings and conveyancing for instance——would this be practiec- 
able. Linpiey, L.J., was on firmer ground when he pointed 
out that legal liability on the side of the solicitor for fees mizht 
import legal liability on the side of counsel for negligence. The 
fact is that the rule as to counsel's fees is a matter of history, 
and it has been suffered to survive because on the whole it has 
been found to work well, 


Impossibility of Performance. 


ONE GREAT distinction between contracts for the rendering 
of personal services and those for the execution of an imper- 
sonal undertaking—i.¢., between locatio operarum and conductio 
rei operande, is well recognized in English law. Performance of 
the latter is not excused merely because it turns out to be more 
arduous, inconvenient, or even hazardous than was contemplated 
by the parties at its formation: //all v. Wright (E. B. & E. 765). 
It is only if the contract becomes physically impossible of 
performance that it is automatically terminated by operation 
of law: Taylor v. Caldwell (3 B. & S. 826). On the other 
hand, an engagement to render personal services is subject to an 
implied condition that it cannot be enforced if it involves serious 
risk to the contractor’s life or health: Robinson v. Davidson (L. R. 
6 Ex. 269). This doctrine has just been applied by ATKIN, J., 
in London Theatre of Varieties (Limited) v. Evans (Times, May 19th), 
to the case of a comedian who had tindertaken to perform at a 
music hall, but found that the atmosphere of such a place was 
injurious to his health, although it was quite possible for him to 
appear in the less exacting atmosphere of a theatre. His music 
hall employer desired to have him restrained by injunction from 
performing elsewhere until he was sufficiently restored to health 
to carry out his engagement with him; but the learned judge 
refused this relief on the ground that his il!ness bad terminat2d 
altogether his contractual liability. 


Executors de Son Tort and Leaseholds. 


THE LIABILITY of an assignee of a lease on the covenants in the 
lease is, of course, well established. It isan axiom of conveyancing. 
And entry by the assignee is not necessary, even though the 
assignment is by way of mortgage : Williams v. Bosanquet (1 
Brod. & B. 238). But originally the rule seems to have been 
different, so that averment of entry was necessary to charge the 
assignee, and the old rule survived in the case of executors, who 
are assignees in law, and an executor dees not become personally 
liable on the covenant without entry : Rendell v. Andree (61 
L. J. Q. B. 630). But what about the case of an executor 
de son tort? In Paull v. Simpson (9 Q. B. 365) Lord DENMAN, 
C.J., said it was clear that an “executor or executor de son tort” 
can be charged as assignee in law, but there the person charged 
was in fact- not executor de son fort. In Williams vy. Heales 
(L. R.9 C. P. 177) Keane, J., sail: “There seems to be no 
doubt than an executor de son tort may be charged as assignee of 
a term if he in any way interferes with the term”; but that 
case was decided on the ground that the person alleged to have 
acted as executor had, by payment of rent, estopped himself 
from denying that he was assignee. In the recent case of 
Strat ford-upon- Avon Corporation v. Parker (ante, p. 473; 1914, 
2 K. B. 562) the same question arose, and since there was no 
estoppel, it was necessary to decide whether the executor 
de son tort was an assignee in law so as, on entry, to become liable 
on the covenants. The Divisional Court (LusH and ATKIN, JJ ) 








held that he was not. Since he is not in fact executor, the term 
does not vest in him, and there is no such privity of estate as to 
make him liable. We imagine this is right, but it overrules the 
strong dicta to the contrary in Paull y. Simpson and Williams v. 
Heales, The former case does not seem to have been referred to. 


Void Deeds of Separation. 

A POINT of some novelty came before the Divisional Court, 
on appeal from his Honour Judge Parry, in (Galloway v. 
Galloway (Times, May 9th). The defendant had been abandoned 
by his first wife in 1903, and believing her to be dead, as the 
result of inquiries made on his bebalf, he married again in 1907. 
In 1913, the parties to this second marriage entered into a deed 
of separation by which the husband covenanted to pay the wife 
one pound a week by way of alimony. Soon afterwards, his first 
wife, who was not dead, turned up ; and, since the husband had 
now to support her too, he reduced to ten shillings per week the 
allowance to bis second wife. Later on he fell into arrears with 
this payment, and that lady sued him under the separation deed. 
The husband counterclaimed for rescission on the ground that 
there had been a mutual mistake of fact as to the relationship 
existing between them. Judge Parry declared for the validity 
of the deed, but the Divisional Court avoided it. Mr. Justice 
RipLey and Mr. Justice BRAY based their decision on the grounds, 
(1) that by the terms of the deed it appeared that both parties 
executed it on the footing and in the belief that they were 
lawful husband and wife, (2) that such belief amounted to a mutual 
mistake of fact, and (3) that such mistake of fact was an 
“ essential error going to the root of the transaction,” and this in 
law renders an agreement based thereon invalid. It is a little 
difficult to gatber from the judgments of either of the learned 
judges which of the recognized forms of “ mutual mistake” that 
invalidate a contract they supposed to apply to the present 


case. Is it mistake as to the existence or the identity 
of the other contracting party? The nearest case 


is Cundy v. Lindsay (1878, 3 A. C. 459), where the [Louse of 
Lords declared void a contract to supply goods to an 
individual who was imagined by the vendor to be a well known 
firm of a similar name ; but the analogy is a bit far-fetched. Or is 
the mistake one asto the existence oridentity of thesubject-matter 
of the contract? Examples of this form of mistake are Coutourier 
v. Hastie (5 H.L. C. 673), where two merchants bought and sold 
respectively a cargo of corn on board a ship which they believed 
to be in the Mediterranean, but which in fact had ceased to exist 
at the date of the bargain; and Scot! v. Coulson (1903, 2 Ch. 
249}, where a policy of life insurance was assigned by deed in 
ignorance of the fact that the life assured had ceased. The latter 
case is very near that on which we are commenting. “ Both 
parties,” said VaAuGHAN Wittiams, L.J., “entered into this 
contract [the assignment of the policy] upon the basis of a com- 
mon affirmative belief that the assured was alive, but as it turned 
out thatthis was acommon mistake, the contract was one which 
cannot be enforced.” In Galloway v. Galloway, it would seem 
that both parties likewise contracted on the basis of a “common 
affirmative belief” which turned out to be a mutual mistake — 
namely that their marriage was a valid and enforceable marriage 


Short Titles of Statutes. 

STATUTES AMENDING the general Jaw of France are by no 
means infrequent, and it has long been the custom to give to 
any one of such statutes the name of the Minister by whom it 
was introduced. For example, the law of the 2nd of July, 1830, 
relating to the ill-treatment of domestic animals, is known as the 
law Gramont ; the law of the 26th of March, 1891, relating to the 
mitigation or increase of penalties, as the law Berenger ; the law of 
the Ist of July, 1901, relating to companies, as the law Waldeck 
Rousseau. Other examples could easily be given, but the usage 
has encountered the disapproval of the Procureur-General of 
the Court of Cassation, and he has expressed this in a circular 
addressed to the different courts of appeal. He describes this 
denomination of the statutes as anti-judicial, and much to be 
regretted, and he invites the officials to whom this circular is 
addressed to examine the judicial reports and the decrees of 
courts of justice, and to take care that laws which are exclusively 
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the work of the legislative authority shall not in future be 
described by the name of a mere deputy or of a Minister of the 
Government, and that their only designation shall be the date 
when they were enacted. We are disposed to ask, in the words 
of one of the French periodicals, whether a reference to “ The 
Code Napoleon ” will in future encounter the censure of the Court 
of Cassation. The Short Titles Act, 1892, was intended to supersede 
several familiar titles of leading statutes. ‘ Lord Tenterden’s 
Act” has become ‘‘The Statute of Frauds Amendment Act, 
1828,” and ‘Lord Campbell’s Act” “The Fatal Accidents 
Act, 1846.” But titles easily remembered by the practitioner, 
and atthe same time approved by the jurist, will not always be 
forthcoming, 








Estate Agents Commission. 


THE case of Nightingale v. Parsons, reported in the current Law 
Reports (1914, 2 K. B. 641), is of considerable importance with 
reference to the right of an estate agent to commission. In 
this connection there are three cases which frequently arise. One 
is where property is placed in the hands of an agent, who gives 
an introduction, but the business is ultimately completed 
through another agent, or without an agent at all; next there is 
the case where a contract has been concluded, but it goes off 
owing to defect of title on the part of the vendor, or default on the 
part of the purchaser, or from some other cause ; and the third case, 
which is, perhaps, only a variation of the first, is where a house 
agent employed to effect alternative transactions, such as to let 
or sell, effects the letting, and a sale subsequently takes place, 
but without any further active intervention on his part. 

The first of these cases occurs, we believe, not infrequently, and 
it is to be noticed that, when business has been effected and a 
commission earned, a claim of rival estate agents is not a claim to 
the same commission, so as to enable the principal to interplead. 
This point arose and was so decided in (‘rvatorez v. Shackle (1895, 
2 (. B. 249). There two firms of house agents were both instructed 
to sell a house. One introduced an intending purebaser, but 
the negotiations went off, and the house was withdrawn from 
their books ; then the other firm effected a contract with the same 
purchaser. The first firm claimed commission in the county 
court, and the vendor brought in the second firm on an inter- 
pleader summons. But the Divisional Court held that the claims 
were wholly distinct, and hence they could not be made the 
subject of interpleader, 

And it would seem to follow from the case just citea that there 
can be two valid simultaneous claims to commission in respect of 
the sale of the same property. The conditions for earning 
commission are that the agent should be instructed to sell and 
that his employment resulted in the sale. “In order,” said Lord 
Watson in Youlmin v. Millar (58 L. T. 96), “to found a legal 
claim for commission there must not only be a causal, there 
must also be a contractual, relation between the introduction and 
the ultimate transaction of sale. If A had no employment to 
sell, express or implied, he could have no claim to be 
remunerated. If he was generally employed to sell, and thereafter 
gave an introduetion which resulted in a sale, he must be held 
to have earned his commission, although he did not make the 
contract of sale or adjust its terms.” That the introduction is 
sufficient, if it leads to a sale, is shewn by Green v. Bartlett 
(14 ©. B. N. S. 681), where, after an abortive auction, the 
auctioneer referred a person attending the sale to _ his 
principal, and that person became the purchaser without further 
intervention of the auctioneer. It was held that the sale had 
been effected through his means, and that he was entitled to the 
stipulated commission, notwithstanding that the instructions to 
him had in the meantime been withdrawn. To the same effect is 
Mansell v, Clements (L. R. 9 C. P. 1), where the agent gave an 
intending purchaser a card to view, and the purchase was 


ultimately effected through a friend of the vendor. The 
agent, it was held, had earned his commission. “In _ ninety- 


nine cases out of a hundred,” said Keatine, J., “the services 
ye‘formed by the house-agent upon these occasions is of the 





slightest possible kind ; it consists for the most part of merely 
bringing the vendor and the purchaser together, so as to 
result in a sale. It is often done by a line written or a word 
spoken”: see, too, Steere v. Smith (2 T. L. R. 131). And 
that commission may be payable to an agent who gives an 
effective introduction, notwithstanding that the sale is subse- 
quently effected through other agents who receive a commission, 
appears from Burton v. Hughes (1 T. L. R. 207). The rule seems 
to be that the first introduction, provided it is effective, need not 
be the immediate cause of the sale; and that an agent who is 
the immediate cause may also earn his commission. Ac the same 
time, so far as the ultimate contract depends merely on intro- 
duction, it seems that there cannot be two effective introductions, 
and it is a question of fact which introduction really induced the 
sale: Barnett’ v. Brown d& Co. (6 T. L. R. 463). If a second 
agent is also entitled to eommission, this must be for work differ- 
ing from mere introduction. 


But the contract, though concluded by the intervention of the 
agent, may go off for reasons over which he has no control. In 
the case of Fisher v. Drewett (48 L. J. Q. B., 32), it went off 
through the failure of the vendor to show a good title, but it 
was held that the commission had been earned. “The current 
of modern opinion,” said BRAMWELL, L.J., “is to the effect 
that those who bargain to receive commission for introductions 
have a right to their commission as soon as they have completed 
their portion of the bargain, irrespective of what may take place 
subsequently between the parties introduced.” And, it is the 
same where the purchaser is in default, since the vendor has his 
contract and it is for him to enforce it: Green v. Iwas (33 L. T. 
584). But it is otherwise where no binding contract has in fact 
been concluded (Grogan v. Smith, 7 T. L. R. 132), when this has 
been prevented by the principal ; where, for instance, after the 
agent has obtained a purchaser, the vendor at the last moment 
declines to sell: Prickett v. Badger (1 C. B. N. 8S. 296). 


The case of an agent being employed to let or sell, with the 
result that he effects a l-tting, and a sale is subsequently effected 
as an independent transaction, occurred in Millar, Son & Co. v. 
Radford (19 T. L. R. 575). There the plaintiffs, who were 
estate agents, were employed by the defendant to find a purchaser 
or, failing a purchaser, a tenant, for certain property. ‘hey 
effected a lease for 7 years, and commission was paid on 
this. Fifteen months later the lessee purchased the property 
direct from the owner. “The claim of house agents, ” said 
CoL.ins, M.R., “to be entitled to commission in circumstances like 
the present was a claim which was often made, and was likely 
to continue to be made. It was therefore important to point out 
that the right to commission did not arise out of the mere fact 
that agents had introduced a tenant or a purchaser. It was not 
sufficient to show that the introduction was a causa sine qud non. 
It was necessary to shew that the introduction was an efficient 
cause in bringing about the letting or the sale.” In that case it 
was held that the sale was not effected under the original retainer, 
and hence the sale commission had not been earned. 


In the recent case of Nightingale v. Parsons (supra), the 
circumstances were practically the same, and the rule laid down 
by Contins, M.R., was followed. In 1908 a house agent was 
employed to find a tenant for a house at £120 a year or a 
purchaser for £2,500. He found a tenant who took the house 
for three years, with an ‘option of continuing for five or seven 
years, at £110, and was paid commission on this letting. At 
the end of three years, as the result of fresh negotiations, the 
tenant's wife purchased the house for £1,900. The house agent 
had nothing to do with these fresh negotiations. It was held 
that, while he had introduced the purchaser, that introduction 
was not, under the circumstances, the effective cause of the sale. 
The case appears to confirm what we have said above, that, as 
between several introductions, only one can be effective, and only 
one agent can earn the commission ; but where, after there has 
been an effective introduction, another agent is brought on the 
scene, and does work which contributes to the ultimate sale, he 
may be entitled to commission as well. In prac‘ice, of course, 
vendors should guard themselves by speeial agrecment against 
double claims for commission, 
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The Public Rights of Way Bill. 


WE print elsewhere the text of the Public Rights of Way Bill 
as amended by the Standing Committee, together with the 

refatory memorandum. The declared intention of its supporters 
is to simplify the law relating to the presumed dedications of 
highways. Whether it will have that effect remains to be seen- 

Meanwhile it may be useful to examine some decisions on the 
subject, for, in effect, it is alleged in the prefatory memorandum 
that it is our judge-made law that is responsible for the mischief 
which the new measure is intended to remedy. 

The complaint is that, when the existence of family settlements 
has been established, the judges have differed in their methods of 
dealing with cases affecting rights of way.. Some of them, it is 
said, have held that where the evidence goes back as far as the 
memory of living persons extends, jurics are entitled to presume 
that the user was in existence long anterior to any existing family 
settlements, and that consequently dedication by someone who had 
full right to do so might be presumed ; while other judges in 
similar circumstances have held that the existence of a family 
settlement throughout the time covered by evidence of user is 
conclusive against the claim unless some evidence, documentary 
or otherwise, can be produced to support the dedication anterior 
to the settlement. If, however, any judge has ever directed a jury 
in the latter manner, such direction was clearly wrong as being 
against the current of judicial decisions on the point, and 
there are some recent decisions which have cleared away any 
doubt in the matter. 

We shall take a hypothetical case to illustrate the point in 
hand. Suppose there to be a lane running out from a well- 
recognized highway and eventually leading, after divers turns 
and twists, to another well-recognized highway. Suppose A 
to claim that this lane is a highway, and B to deny it. Suppose 
nothing is known concerning the history of the road prior to 
1300, but that by admissible documentary evidence it can be 
shewn clearly that the road could not have existed prior to 
that time: that the existence of any road prior to 1800 was 
an absolute impossibility. Suppose the action to be brought 
in 1914, and A to shew, by the memory of liviag witnesses 
going back some sixty years, that the lane was used by the 
_ up to twenty years before the action. ‘Suppose that 

» on the other hand, denies the public user, and shews 
that for twenty years the road has been stopped, and shews also 
that from 1820 down to the time when the road was stopped 
the land over which the way runs was in strict settlement, 
successively renewed so that throughout that period there never 
was a full owner competent to dedicate a highway. 

Now, it is, of course, an elementary canon of highway law that 
every highway pre-supposes a dedication, unless, of course, the 
highway is the creation of statute. And, further, every 
dedication pre-supposes a competent dedicator. Again, where 
no formal dedication can be shewn to have taken place, a 
dedication may be presumed. User by the public is, and has 
always been treated as, the most weighty evidence to justify the 
presumption. These propositions are, no doubt, well known and 
require no elaboration. Yet, if it is attempted to apply them to 
the example given above, it is not easy to arrive at any decision 
on the question of highway or no highway, and, indeed, even the 
court would be powerless to do so, were it not for these all- 
ee rules of presumption and the onus of proof. 

In the example given above, the onus of establishing the 
highway ison A, but the Jaw does not throw on him the onus 
of proving actual dedication, for ex hypothesi he cannot shew a 
formal dedication in fact. All he need do is to prove facts 
sufficient to raise a presumption. The fact he proves is the 
public user, The court, as was pointed out by Lord Denman, 
C.J., in R. v. East Mark (1848, 11Q. B. 877), and by WILLIAMs, 
J., in Dawes v. Hawkins (1860, 8 C. B. N. S. 848), and by other 
judges, is not called upon to enquire into any question of the 
mtention of the dedicator, or who that dedicator was. Proof of 
public user raises a presumption. That presumption stands, and 
the party raising it will succeed, unless the opponent shews the 
unpossibility of a dedication in fact. Here, B cannot shew this 


But he cannot shew that there was no dedication between 1800 
and 1820. 

WARRINGTON, J., in Furquar v. Newbury Rural District Council 
(1908, 2 Ch. 581), and Parker, J., in A/torney-General v. Watford 
Rural District Council (1912, 1 Ch. 417), have recently clearly 
reiterated and applied the principles mentioned above. “If 
dedication is possible,” said WARRINGTON, J., in the _first- 
mentioned case (1908, 2 Ch., at p. 596), ‘dedication will be 
assumed. But it is open to the owner of the soil to establish 
that, owing to the condition of the title, dedication was not 
possible, and if he shews that, then the presumption which results 
from the continued user is rebutted. But he must shew that the 
dedication was impossible.” “Proof of user,” said PARKER, J., 
in the second case (1912, 1 Ch., at p. 433), “ of such a nature that 
dedication might be reasonably inferred therefrom, was sufficient 
without proving that during the period of user there was a person 
capable of dedicating this way. It was for the inhabitants to 
prove that there was no such person, if they relied on this 
fact.” 

Turning again to the example given above, if the reader has 
any doubts as to the effect of the non-user for the twenty years 
preceding the action, Jet him remember the maxim “once a 
highway always a highway.” If the requisite steps have not 
been taken for the closing of the lane under the provisions of 
the Highway Act, 1835, the lane must continue to be a highway. 
Of course, there may be a question whether the user proved is 
sufficient. In R. v. Petrie (1855, 4 E. & B. 737), where a road 
had been obstructed for nearly twenty years but there was 
evidence of public user previously, the court had no difficulty in 
holding that the user raised the presumption. 

In the light of the foregoing observations, it seems unnecessary, 
to say the least, to attribute the necessity for such a measure as 
the Public Rights of Way Bill to the manner in which the courts 
deal with the question of presumed dedications where the soil 
bas been in settlement. Indeed, the case of Farquar v. Newbury 
Rural District Council (supra) shews clearly that, even where the 
soil might be shewn to have been in settlement, successively 
renewed, throughout the whole period of the road's existence, 
the court may, nevertheless, presume a dedication from user if 
the circumstances admit of it. In that case a tenant in fee in 
remainder was for a time in actual occupation of the land, with 
the knowledge and consent of the tenant for life, and the court 
held that the party contending against the highway had not 
established the impossibility of a dedication. 

The new measure is intended to afford a new and alternative 
method of establishing a public right of way. Nothing in the 
Bill is to prevent a highway being established under circumstances 
under which it can now be established. That is the effect of 
section 4—possibly the most important section in the Bill, 
Under section 1, where a way has been actually enjoyed by the 
public as of right and without interruption for a full period of 
twenty years, it is to be deemed to have been dedicated as a 
highway, unless there is sufficient evidence of circumstances 
existing during that period which negative the intention to 
dedicate, or unless during that period there was not at any time 
any person in possession capable of dedicating. Where a way 
has been enjoyed for a full period of forty years it is to be 
deemed conclusively to have been dedicated as a highway 
unless there is eufficient evidence of circumstances -existing 
during that period which negative the intention to dedicate. 

Presumably the phrase “actual enjoyment as of right and 
without interruption ” is intended to mean that the user must be of 
the same general nature as the user which is now usually required 
by the courts before holding that the presumption mentioned above 
has been established. The words “as of right,” it may be noticed, 
have been inserted in Committee ; and also the words “ sufficient 
evidence of circumstances existing during such period” have 
been substituted for “sufficient evidence arising during such 
period.” Apparently the intention is to allow the existence of a 
settlement to negative the effect of twenty years’ user, but not 
the effect of forty years’ user. The latter period overrides any 
settlement, though this, perhaps, might be made clearer. 





absolute impossibility. He shews that the lane did not exist in 


By sub-section 3 of section 1 it is to be enacted that a notice by 


1800, and that there was no competent dedicator after 1820. . 
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the owner of the land inconsistent with dedication, placed and 
maintained in such a manner as to be visible to those using the 
way, is, in the absence of proof of a contrary intention, to be 
sullicient evidence to negative the intention of that person to 
dedicate. This provision introduces a new difficulty into the 
law of presumed dedications, for it makes necessary, what is not 
now necessary, an investigation by the court into the intention of 
the owner. It may not be a very serious matter that the con- 
dition of title throughout the forty years will require to be in 
evidence ; but the fact that the court will have to take into 
cons deration the intentions of successive owners as indicated by 
their setting up, pulling down, maintaining or failing to main- 
tain these notices appears to go far towards removing the 
great benefits which arise from the doctrine of law that proof 
of public user raises the presumption of dedication, a doctrine 
which throws on the party denying the existence of the 
highway the heavy burden of establishing the impossibility of a 
dedication. 

By sub-section (4) of the first section the reversioner, where 
the Jand is in lease, is to be at liberty to enter for the purposes of 
placing and maintaining a notice. Sub-section (5) provides, in 
effect, that the periods of twenty and forty years are to run 
back from the time when the public right is called into question. 

The Billis clearly intended to make it an easier and less expen- 
sive matter to establish a public right of way. If it will have 
this effect, it is certainly to be welcomed. The main source of 
expense, however, arises from, and indeed, the main contention 
in nearly all highway cases is, the question of user. It seems, 
unfortunately, very doubtful indeed whether this expense will 
be diminished. On the contrary, as questions of intention are 
introduced which can only be decided by reference to the acts 
and omissions of individual and successive owners, it would seem 
that new sources of expense must necessarily be involved. 

However this may be, there are always the provisions of 
section 4 to be remembered, that nothing in the Act is to 
operate to prevent the dedication of a way as a public highway 
being presumed or proved on proof of user for any less period 
than twenty years, orto prevent the dedication of a way as a 
public highway being presumed or proved under any circum- 
stances under which it can be presumed or proved at the time 
of the passing of the Act. If the intended measure does not 
prove a success, the public will, perhaps, not have lost much, having 
regard to the present state of the ow as indicated above. We 
should have been glad if the promoters of the measure had been 
a litt'e bolder, and had really made it easy to establish all 
actual existing ways as rights of way. 


The Selden Society's Publications.’ 


Tue Selden Society published last year the third volume of the Eyre 
of Kent for 1313-14, and, as an additional volume, a selection of 
early Charters of Trading Companies. The first two volumes of the 
Eyre of Kent we have already noticed (55 Sotictrors’ JoURNAL, 362 ; 
57 Soticitors’ JOURNAL, 40). The introduction to the first volume 
gave a general account of this eyre or circuit, and the volume con- 
tained reports of Pleas of the Crown, and of the guast-criminal cases 
falling under Attaint and Trespass. The second commenced the 
civil actions, arranging them according to the subjects in alphabe 
tical order and including actions from “ Account” to “* Mesne.” The 
present volume continues the list, beginning with Mortdancestor and 
finishing with Variance. The list includes Novel Disseisin, and this 
with the other leading possessory action—Mortdancestor—accounts 
for the greater number of cases given. Novel disseisin, it is well- 
known, was introduced as a protest against the inconvenience of the 
writ of right. The writ of right was determined by battle, and 
although for battle there came to be the alterative of trial by the 
great assize, yet the procedure, with its troublesome system of essoins, 
was extremely dilatory. Novel disseisin gave a speedier remedy : 
it put aside the question of mere right, and decided only the right of 
possession, which was good enough for ordinary purposes. But, 











“Selden Society. Year Books of Edward II. Vol. VIII. The Eyre of Kent, 6 & 7 
Edw rd Il, A.b.1318—1314. Vol III. Edited for the Selden Society by William 
Craidock Bolland, Barrister-at-Law. Bernard Quaritch. 

Sel 'en Society. Select Charters of Trading Companies, A.D. 1530—1707. 


Edited for 


tlt Selden Sucie'y by Cecil T. Care, Barrister-at-Law. Beroard Quwitch. 





according to Bracton, the new remedy was the result of no _little- 
cogitation—multis vigiliis excogitatam et inventam . . . ut per sum- 
mariam cognitionem absque magna juris solemnitate quasi compen- 
diuin negotium terminetur (Bract. IIT., 38; fol. 164). In novel 
disseisin it was alleged that the plaintiff had been disseised by the 
defendant ; in mortdancestor, that the plaintiff's ancestor had died 
seised and the plaintiff claimed as heir. These questions of fact were 
disposed of by a jury summoned by the sheriff, and no essoins were 
permitted. 

The above is the bare outline of the procedure in the simplest of the 
possessory actions, but the cases which Mr. BoLLanp has edited, and 
which he describes for the assistance of the reader in the 
Introduction, shew that there were still subtleties for the joy of the 
skilful, and the destruction of the unwary pleader. The eyre being 
in Kent, naturally the actions dealing with the right to land touch 
on the custom of gavelkind. In 7'rill v. May (p. 22; Introd., p. 
xiii.) the shares had ‘got split up among various members of the 
family against whom separate actions are brought, and the 
defendants in each action say that they hold with all the others as 
parceners, and cannot answer without their co-parceners ; a plea which 
was partly dilatory and partly substantial, because if all were 
defendants in the same action, and one lost his share, he might, 
according to Mr. BoLLANr, be entitled to compensation out of the 
shares of his co-defendants. What happened in this particular case the 
record does not shew. “The probability is that after an adjourn- 
ment the parties agreed upon a settlement.” Then, again, in an 
anonymous case (p. 48 ; Introd., p. xvi.), the ordinary writ of mort- 
dancestor failed, because the ancestor died abroad, and who in this 
country was to know whether he died seised or not? The proper 
writ was a variant on the ordinary writ, and alleged that the ancestor 
was seised on the day he took ship, but the plaintiff had not used it, 
and he failed. An interesting case is Lewis v. Monner (p. 90; 
Introd., p. xxii.), where of four children—a son and three daughters 
—the son was born before wedlock. He entered on his father’s 
death, but his sisters, who were then infants, afterwards claimed the 
land, and on proof of his illigitimacy succeeded. The noticeable 
feature is that the son was held to have made himself a disseisor by 
his pleading, so that disseisin did not imply actual force. “ We see,” 
said SprcuRNEL, J., “ that a man may become a disseisor by counter- 
pleading only ” ; but he advises the son, when an adverse judgment is 
imminent, to come to terms with his sisters. 

We have referred above to the custom of gavelkind. This, as is 
well known, is a relic of the old common law of England, and it 
applied only where land was held in socage. It was inconsistent 
with the feudal system, and Jand which was held by knight service 
was not partible, but descended to the eldest son. Moreover, where 
land had been he'd of the Crown in socage, it was disgavelled if the 
land was granted to be held by knight service. But what if the 
tenant-in-chief held by knight service, and the tenants under him 
held in socage? This was a permissible arrangement, but there was 
trouble when the mesne lord, with the concurrence of the Crown‘ 
tried to change the tenure under him, and disgavel the land, by 
releasing the socage services and granting the land in chivalry. The 
question whether this could be dene arose in Gatwick v. Gatwick 
(p. 152; Introd., p. xxx.), and the King wrote a letter to the 
Justices of the Common Pleas informing them of his prerogative 
right of changing the tenure for gavelkind lands in Kent into knight 
service or serjeanty, so as to take away their partibility in descent. 
The case, which went beyond the eyre into the Common Bench, was 
adjourned from time to time, and no judgment seems ever to have 
been given. Mr. BoLLanp infers that the justices could not see their 
way to accept the theory set out in the King’s letter; so that, 
apparently, only the tenure in chief could be turned from gavelkind 
to chivalry, pes fl the inferior tenure. 

Mr. BoLtaNnp has some very interesting remarks on a summary 
remedy which seems to have been substituted for mortdancestor in 
respect of tenements held in burgage. The assize of mortdancestor, 
says GLANVILLE, does not lie in respect of tenements held by burgage 
tenure, “ because there is another assize which has been established 
for the profit of the realm.” “‘ These words,” it was said in PoLLock 
and MarrLann’s History of English Law (2nd ed., vol. IL, p. 
330), “apparently refer us te some ordinance of Henry V. which we 
have not yet recovered, but which may still be lurking in the 
archives of our boroughs.” Mr. BoLLAND appears to have discov- 
ered the solution in the case of Capedot v. Baynton (p. 41 ; Introd., 
). XXXvi.) Where mortdancester had been brought for tenements in 
(‘anterbury. Now these tenements, being of burgage tenure, were 
devisable, and since mortdancestor assumed a dying seised and 
descent on an heir, it was not applicable to a case where the property 
might have passed by will. Hence it is said in answer to the writ, 
that “no mortdancestor lies, nor was mortdancestor ever pleaded 
in the vill, but fresh force and writ of right only” ; and the action 
was dismissed. The assize or bill of fresh force is apparently the 
remedy to which GLANVILLE referred, and which the learned writers 
of the History of English Law had failed to # @ Mr. Botzanp 
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collects a good dealof information about it, and his conclusion is that, 
in towns which had the franchise of local jurisdiction for a!l actions 
touching their own citizens, the ordinary possessory actions gave place 
to the summary remedy known as the Assize of Fresh Force. This 
had to be brought within a time variously stated as forty days or forty 
weeks, and if the time was allewed to elapse, then the only remedy 
was a writ of right. But this was a great hardship, and Mr. BoLLanp 
infers from the scanty traces of the assize to be found in the Year 


Books, that the subtlety of the justices and serjeants found some way7 


of avoiding the eld rule of law, that possessory writs did not lie in 
respect of land and tenements held by burgage tenure. We can only 
refer briefly to his interesting section on the salaries of the justices 
and the fees of the clerks. Apparently the salary of a Chief Justice 
or Chief Baron was sixty marks, or £40, and of an ordinary justice 
£20. But though achief might have been passing rich on £40 a year 
when he got it, the continual arrears left things somewhat to seek in 
the way of ready cash. It was ne uncommon occurrence for a 
judge to have to wait two, three, or four years for payment, and in 
this Eyre of 1313-14, Hervey or Staunton and his brother 
justices had to get an order for immediate payment of certain sums 
“out of the clearest, fines and amercements of the Eyre” in order to 
enable them to pay their way. We can only infer that they pro- 
ceeded to select some cases for “the clearest fines” as a proper 
commencement of business. The clerks appear to have had no fixed 
salaries, and to have been remunerated, in part at any rate, by a levy 
on the damages awarded. We must not leave this volume without 
noticing the tribute Mr. BoLLAND pays to the help which he received 
from, among others, the late Prof. SkEAT. “One of the busiest of 
scholars, he was also one of the most generous in largess of his time 
and knowledge to those who sought in serious earnest to learn some- 
thing from him. ‘To ask from him was always to receive.” 

We have not left much space for Mr. Carr’s interesting selection 
of charters of the early trading companies. They range from 1530 to 
1770 ; that is from dine the beginning of these charters to the 
South Sea crisis. Certain charters which have already been printed 
are omitted ; such as all the East India, some of the Levant, and many 
of the American plantation charters. The selection includes the 
charter of the Merchants Trading to Andulusia (1530), the Levant 
Co. (1600), the Newfoundland Co. (1610), the African Co. (1618), the 
New River Co. (1619), and the Fire Office (1687). Altogether forty- 
one charters are given, and the introduction treats elaborately of the 
rise of joint-stock adventures. 

It was only gradually, of course, that the incidents of corporateness 
enumerated by BLAcKSTONE—perpetual succession, capacity of suing 
and being sued, a common oe the power of dealing with iand, and 
the making of by-laws—grew to be matters of common form. Although 
they came to be tacitly annexed to grants of incorporation, they 
were set out at length in the charters. The general outlines of an 
incorporation of traders began to be fixed in the reign of Elizabeth, 
and in addition to corporate powers, the trading companies came to 
satisfy the need for transferable shares and limited personal liability. 
This general history of companies includes a section on the Kast 
India Co., and after pointing out how exploration was the original 
incentive to coadventure, Mr, Carr takes up the question of 
invention, with its concomitants of patents and monopolies. This Jed 
to industrial companies, and so to banking, insurance and water com- 
panies, the rise of which is outlined in section xv. of the Introduction. 
Altogether Mr. Carr has made a very interesting and notable con 
tribution to the history of corporations and of joint-stock enterprise. 








Correspondence. 


Stamp Duty on Sale of Foreign Book Debts. 
[7 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Referring to your remarks upon the decisions in Vadlas- 
quez (Limited) v. Inland Revenue Commssioners, it occurs to 
me that there is just one point that does not appear to have been 
taken in either court, viz., that no proceedings could be taken in 
any court in the United Kiagdom to recover the debts, and that the 
title of the assignees to sue for them in the foreign court would not 
be recognized by the local courts, to which the provisions of sub- 
section 6, of section 25, of the Judicature Act, 1873, would not 
apply. In the Danubian case there was a contract for the sale of 
land which presumably could be enforced in the local forum. 

23, Rood-lane, E.C., May 15. Tuomas E. Harper. 








At the quarterly meeting of the Garden Cities and Town Planning 
Association, on the 14th inst., Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, M.P., presiding, 
It was reported that, owing to the pressure of his judicial duties, Mr. 
Justice Neville had resigned the pesition of president. Lord Salisbury 
was elected as his successor, and Sir Ralph Neville was elected vice- 
president, 


Reviews. 


Contract. 


ELEMENTs oF THE LAw or Contract. By A. T. Carrer, Barrister- 
at-Law. Fourth Edition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 83s. 

In the present edition of Mr. Carter's manual some parts have 
been rewritten and some necessary alterations have been made to 
bring it up to date, and in its present form it constitutes a very 
valuable help to the student. Thus the five sorts of contract 
enumerated in section 4 of the Statute of Frauds are very well 
stated ; and the student will find it useful to consider the recent 
decisions on contracts not to be performed within a year—such as 
Smith v. Gold Coast Ashanti Explorers 903, 1 K.B. 538)—and 
the apparent overlapping of this section and section 4 of the Sale of 
Goods Act (see Prested Miners Company v. Gardner, 1911, 1 K.B. 
425). These cases are prominently noted, and the equitable doctrine 
of part performance is well explained at pp. 42 e¢ sey. Altogether 
the book is a very useful guide to the law of contract. 





Guide to Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Tue [NrerMepIATE LAw EXAMINATION MADE Easy. CoMPLETE 
Guipe To SeLy PREPARATION IN THE 16TH Eprrion oF Mr 
SersEANT StreeuHEN’s New CoMMENTARIES ON THE LAWS OF 
ENGLAND. BEING THE SUBJECT SELECTED FOR THE INTERMEDIATE 
EXAMINATIONS oF THE Law Society. By ALBert Grsson. 
FourtEeENtu Eprition. By H. Greson Rivineton, M.A., and 
A. CuirvorD FountTAalné, Solicitors. The “ Law Notes ” Publishing 
Offices. 21s. 

Stephen’s Commentaries have been the beginning of the study of 
the law for a good many generations of students, and the mastery of 
the four volumes will be considerably facilitated if the student avails 
himself of the assistance of this useful guide. The whole of the work 
is mapped out into convenient divisions so as to furnish a twenty 
weeks’ course On first reading, and each part of the subject is care- 
fully explained. Thus the distinction between uses and trusts, 
which to the beginner is likely to be perplexing, is put with 
sutticient lucidity at pp. 70 et seg.; and, to turn toa very different 
subject, the chief incidents in a bill of exchange are pointed out at 
pp. 248 et seq. Each chapter is followed by a list of points to be 
noted, and there are numerous test papers interspersed throughout 
the work. 





Company Law. 


Tue Companres Acts, 1908 AND 1913. WirH ExPLANATORY 
Notrs, Cross RerERENCES, COMPARATIVE TABLE OF SECTIONS 
OF THE REPEALED COMPANIES ACTS, AND THE CORRESPONDING 
SECTIONS oF THE CompaNriEs Conso.tpation Act. By W. G. 
Hemant, Barrister-at-Law. Fifth Edition. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited). 6s. net. 

This is the first edition of Mr. Hemmant’s useful manual since the 
passing of the Companies Consolidation Act, 1908, and its chief feature 
is the incorporation of the text of that statute. The various sections 
are provided with cross references, and with notes based on the rele- 
vant authorities. Thus to section 93, on the registration of mortgages 
and charges, there is appended a useful note on the effect of the re- 
quirement of registration, and on the mode in which registration is 
effected ; and attention may also be called to the note to section 84 
on liability for untrue statements in a prospectus, Recent legislation 
seems to have materially diminished the amount of litigation with 
respect to the promotion of companies, but it is still useful to have 
the leading authorities concisely collected as in this work. In the 
same connection, reference may be made to the notes to section 215, 
on the power of the court in winding up in regard to misfeasance of 
directors or promoters. The volume is a convenient guide to the Act 
of 1908. 





Chancery Practice. 

Dantecu's Cuancery Practice. Berna A TREATISE ON THE 
Practice oF THE CHANCERY Division, AND ON APPEAL THERE- 
From. Eicara Eprriox. By Syoney Epwarw WititaMs artd 
Frank Gutartie Sait, Barristers-at-Law. In Two VoLumes. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). £5 5s, 

The last edition of “ Daniell’s” was published in 1901. Among 
the statutes passed since then the preface to the present edition 
mentions the Trade Marks Act, 1905, the Public Trustee Act, 1906, 
the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908, and the Copyright Act, 1911, and though these do not 
touch very closely what is usually known as Chancery Practice, yet 





they have involved extensive alterations and additions in the work, 
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Originally the jurisdiction of Chancery came into existence to 
correct the defects and supply the deficiencies of the common law. 
“The cause why there is a Chancery,” said Lord Ellesmere, C., in 
the Earl of Oxford's case (1615, 1 Rep. Ch. 1), “is for that mens’ 
actions are so diverse and infinite, that it is impossible to make any 
general law which may aptly meet with every particular act, and not 
tail in some circumstances.’ Perhaps the idea of adapting the law 
to all cases was a little too ambitious ; but no doubt the Chancellor 
who fought for his jurisdiction, and prevailed over the common law 
judges, put the gist of the matter correctly enough. The common 
law could enter judgment for a specific sum, or it could ina more or 
less round about fashion give Salesannt for the recovery of land ; but 
it was powerless to deal with all the nice adjustments which were 
required in disposing of property under wills and settlements ; it cut 
itself off from a fair field of influence in declining to recognize trusts ; 
and it was helpless when breach of contract called for remedy by 
specific performance and not by damages. English jurisprudence 
would have been a plant of very stunted growth had not the Lord 
Chancellors been ready to give help where the common law failed, 
and, putting aside the historic contest for superivrity in the reign of 
James 1, to which we have just referred, the utility of equity was 
fully recognised by the common law judges and they were frequent 
assessors in Chancery. 

But the Chancery Practice which is stated in the volumes before 
us, though it has its roots in, and indeed derives much of its form 
from the early jurisdiction, is largely the creation of the Judicature 
Acts and of other modern statutes. The bill in Chancery with its 
prolixity and repetition has gone, and the forms and rules of plead- 
ing are to be found in the R. 8. C. Take, for instance, the question 
of parties, which was such a serious matter under the old regime. 
It now depends on order 16. The rules of this order with regard to 
joinder of plaintiffs and defendants are set out at pp. 203 et seg, and 
the notes refer to such modern cases as Rnurttanin v. Hannay 
(1894, A. C. 494), and Sadler v. Great Western Railway Co. (1896, 
A. C, 450). And all through the chapters which deal with the pro- 
ceedings in an action in the Chancery Division from writ to judgment 
there is the same modern note. Again, take such a matter as the 
abatement of a suit by death or other change in the parties, the old 
books are full of suits of revivor, but now (see pp. 227 et sey) revivor, 
with its trouble and expense, has gone, and instead we have order 17, 
which provides that. the cause shall not be abated by reason of 
death, &c., and allows of the continuance of causes with the proper 
addition of parties ; and the section (p. 308) on summons for direc- 
tions is essentially modern, though in fact, we believe this particular 
procedure has not been found very useful in the Chancery Division. 
All these chapters, dealing with the proceedings in the action up to 
and including trial, appear to have been very ably revised and 
brought up-to-date. 

Chapter 1€ takes up the course of proceedings in judges’ chambers, 
where much of the effective work in a Chancery action gets done ; 
with some delay, no doubt, but still ultimately it gets done, so far 
as man can doit. The chief fault is that in trying to look after all 
the minute and contingent or possible interests, the really important 
matters are apt to be overlooked or indefinitely delayed. To a large 
extent proceedings in chambers depend on the rules in order 55, and 
those rules and the practice under them are very clearly stated. The 
second volume opens with a chapter on Costs, and then passes to 
Appeals, and to proceedings in particular actions, such as specific 
periormance and foreclosure and redemption. A section is devoted 
to actions of review, which it seems are still possible (see 
Annual Practice, 1914, p. 409), though iu general the only remedy 
of an unsuccessful party is by appeal. Chapter 23 is devoted to 
Injunctions and Restraining Orders, and the final chapter—chapter 
36—to Statutory Jurisdiction. ‘This includes the jurisdiction under 
the Charitable 'I'rusts Acts,the Land Transfer Acts, and the Convey- 
ancing and Settled Land Acts. The two volumes cover a vast field, 
and the editors will no doubt be rewarded by the gratitude of 
practitioners for a heavy and exacting task well done. 


Books of the Week. 

Colonial and Foreign Laws.—Burge’s Commentaries on 
Colonial and Foreign Laws generally, and in their contlict with each 
other and with the Law of England. New edition under the 
general editorship of ALEXANDER Woop Renton, Barrister-at-Law, 
Puisne Justice of the Supreme Court of Ceylon, and GrorGcE 
GRENVILLE PuHiItumore, B.C.L.,, Barrister-at-Law. In six vols. 
Vol 4, part 1. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). £10 10s. net per set. 
the Valuation of Real 


Valuation of Land.—Notes on 


Property, containing examples of Valuations of Freehold and Lease- 
hold Properties, 
ls. 6d. net. 


By H. G. Lamputs. Crosby, Lockwood & Son. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


HADSLEY v. DAYER-SMITH. 5th\May. 


Covenant In Restramnt or Trape—Hovse AGENT—CARRYING ON 
Bustness—PROHIBITED AREA—DEALING WITH PROPERTIES WITHIN 
Rapivus From Orrice Ourstp——INTERIM INJUNCTION. 


In partnership articles relating to a business of atictioneers, house 
agents, and valuers, the defendant covengnted not to engage in any 
business competing with that of the partnership within a radius of 
one mile from the firm’s business premises for a period of ten years 
from a dissolution. After a dissolution had taken place the defendant 
took an office just outside the mile radius, and proceeded to do busi 
ness as a house agent with persons residing within it, and put up boards 
advertising houses to be let or sold within it, systematically. 

Held, that the object of the clause wus to prohibit the defendant 
from competing with the plaintiff as a house agent, and that what he 
did was a breach of that covenant. 

Turner v. Evans (1853, 2 Hil. & Bl. 512, 2 De G. M. & G. 740), fol- 
lowed. 

Appeal by the defendant in the action against an order of the Court 
of Appeal (reported 57 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 555; 108 L. T. 897). In 
1900 the plaintiff and the defendant became partners in the business 
of house agents, auctioneers, surveyors, and valuers, carried on by 
them at Motcomb-street, S.W. There was a clause in the partnership 
deed that, in the event of a dissolution of partnership, the defendant 
should not carry on or engage, or be interested directly or indirectly, 
either as principal or servant or agent of another, in any business of 
the same kind as they were then engaged in, within a radius of one 
mile from the premises of the partnership for a term of ten years 
from the date of dissolution. They dissolved partnership in December, 
1912, the defendant selling his dase to the plaintiff. Shortly after- 
wards the defendant set up in business as a house agent in an office 
in Duke-street, just outside the one mile radius, and proceeded to do 
business with persons residing within it, to insert advertisements re- 
lating to houses within the prohibited area in the press, and to put up 
notice boards for the letting or sale of such houses. Eve, J., held, 
following Woodbridge v. Bellamy (1911, 1 Ch. 326), that the 
defendant’s business was transacted at his office, and that his 
conduct did not amount to a breach of covenant. The Court of 
Appeal held that, having regard to the claim by the defendant to do 
as of right what he was systematically doing, the plaintiff ought to be 
protected by an interim injunction until the trial of the action. The 
defendant appealed. Without hearing counsel for the respondents, 

Lord DunepIN; in giving judgment, expressed the opinion that the 
decision of the Court of Appeal was perfectly right. He thought that 
the present case was practically indistinguishable from the case of 
Turner v. Evans (2 De G. M. & G. 740, 2 E. & B. 512), which was 
followed by Brampton v. Beddoes (13 C. B. N. 8. 538). It was im- 
possible to suppose that the parties, when they entered into partner- 
ship, intended that the prohibition should be construed otherwise tham 
as intending to prevent the appellant from competing in business with 
the respondent within the prescribed area as a house agent. He 
thought that the appellant clearly, by doing what he did, had entered 
into competition with his old firm. It had been yy on behalf of 
the appellant, that he carried on business only at his office at Duke- 
street, which was just outside the one mile radius; but that was not 
a practical way of looking at a house agent’s business. In the course 
of the argument, reference was made to the dicta of some of the noble 
and learned lords who took part in the decision in Kirkwood v. Gadd 
(54 Soricrrors’ Journan, 599; 1910, A. C. 422), but those dicta must 
be taken secundum subjectam materiam. The substance of the matter 
was, Did the appellant compete with his old firm within the prohibited 
area’ He thought that clearly he did. Accordingly he moved that 
the appeal should be dismissed. 

Lords Arktnson, SHaAw, SumMMER, and PaRMOOR expressed opinions: 
to the like effect. The appeal was accordingly dismissed, with costs.— 
Counset, for the appellant, Cozens-Hardy, K.C., and Owen Thompson ; 
for the respondent, H. Clayton, K.C., and Jolly. Soricrrors, Spyers 
& Son; Morgan and Upjohn. 

[Reported by Exsxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


VELASQUEZ (LIM.) v. COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE. 
No, 1. 12th and 13th May. 

Revenve—Sramp Duty—AGREEMENT FOR SALE OF Business ABROAD— 
Book Desrs—‘‘ Property Locatty Sirvate ovr or THE UNITED 
Kincpom ’’—Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s. 59, suB- 
sec. (1). 

Upon the sale in England of a business carried on in Argentina and 
if assets, 
Held, that so much of the consideration as re presxe nted the value 


of debts due from persons in Argentina to the vendor of the business 


was assessable to ad valorem conveyance duty under the Stamp Act, 
1891, not being within the exemption in section 59, sub-section (1), i 





favour of “ property locally situate out of the United Kingdom.” 
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Danubian Sugar Factories v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1901, 
1K. B. 245) followed. 

Appeal from a decision of Scrutton, J. (1914, 2 K. B. 404) upon a 
case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. By an agree- 
ment dated the 5th of March, 1913, and made between Herbert 
Velasquez and another, then both resident in London, and the 
appellants Velasquez (Limited), Herbert Velasquez agreed to sell to 
the company a business then being carried on at Buenos Ayres. The 
assets ot the business included debts which had accrued due to Herbert 
Velasquez, and their apportioned value, out of the price payable under 
the agreement, was £8,439 16s. 7d. The instrument was executed 
in London, and presented for stamp duty at Somerset House. The 
commissioners were of opinion that the same ad valorem stamp duiy 
was payable as if it were an actual conveyance on sale of the debts 
agreed to be sold, and assessed the duty at £84 10s. The company 
contended that no duty was payable in respect of the suid consideration 
on the ground that such debts were property ‘‘ locally situate out of 
the United Kingdom.’’ Scrutton, J., held tnat the case did not fall 
within this exception in the Stamp Act, 1891, s. 59, sub-section (1), 
and, therefore, that the duty claimed was payable. The company 
appealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the point for decision, said 
it had been ably argued, and if the matter had come before the Court 
of Appeal for the first time he would have thought it a question 
deserving mature consideration; but when the matter had already 
been dealt with by the court, it was not right for the court, whateve: 
its views were, to depart from its previous decision. If that previous 
decision was believed to be wrong, the proper course was to go to the 
ultimate tribunal of the House oi Lords. In his lordship’s view the 
question in the present case had really been decided by that court in 
Danubian Sugar Factories (Limited) v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
(1901, 1 K. B. 245). Stirling, L.J., there said, in the course of a written 
judgment, that the subject-matter of the agreement in that case was 
a personal right against a person resident abroad, and that such a 
right could not be said to be locally situate out of the United Kingdon ; 
Smelting Company of Australia v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
(1897, 1 Q. B. 175). Nor did it appear to him to be so attached to land 


as to give it a local situation, and thus bring it within the decision tn | 


Vuller & Coos Margarine (Limited) v. Inland Revenue Commissioners | t 
d « y ( | parte Colquhoun (38 W. R. 688) was then pressed upon the court. 


(1900, 1 Q. B. 310). That was exactly applicable to the present case 








fees were not debts, and could not be made the subject of such an 
order. The wife appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

The judgment ot [HE Court (Swinren Eapy and Pickrorp, L.JJ.), 
dismissing the appeal, was delivered by 

SWINFEN Eapy, L.J., who, having stated the facts of the case, said 
that the appellant first contended that the assignee and judgment 
debtor had no right to appeal to the President, but that only the 
garnishee could appeal. There was no foundation for this contention. 
Urd. 45, r. 1, provided for service of the order nisi on the judgment 
debtor, aud made him a party to the proceedings and entitled to appeal. 
rhe appellant then urged that the deed of assignment under whicn Mr. 
Nye claimed was fraudulent and void against creditors, particularly 
against the judgment debtor's wife. ‘There were certainly some observa- 
tions to that efiect in the President’s judgment, but the order drawn up 
contained no adjudication on the pvint, and, moreover, was in Mr. 
Nye’s favour. In his lordship’s opinion, this contention also was not 
well founded. In the present appeal, the judgment creditor made Nye 
a respondent, and the latter had filed evidence, proving payments by 
him to creditors under the deed of trust, including the receipt of the 
steward of Lincoln’s-inn for rent due for the debtor’s chambers to 
Christmas, 1915. ‘The evidence pointed to the conclusion that the deed 
was valid, but the question of its validity remained untouched by the 
present proceedings. ‘The question for decision was whether the fees 
outstanding could be attached by garnishee proceedings. In his lord- 
ship’s opinion, fees owing to counsel were not debts, and could not be 
attached or garnisheed as such, nor could the garnishees be ordered vo 
pay the amounts as debts, nor could execution issue against them ‘n 
default of payment. ‘The solicitors were ready to pay to. the proper 
person whatever was due, but they could not be ordered in garnishee 
proceedings to pay the amount to the judgment creditor. It was 
ettled beyond all question that counsel’s fees were not a debt, but 
an honorarium: Aennedy v. Broun (32 L. J. C. P. 137) and Re Le 


Brasseur d& Oakley (1896, 2 Ch. 494). lt was urged, however, that 
vhere the solicitor acknowledged that he had received from his lay 
client money to pay counsel’s fees, the position was different, and an 


action would lie against him for money had avd received. This pro 


| position was quite unfounded ; counsel could no more sue for their fees 


Muller & Co.’s case (supra) subsequently went to the House of Lords, | 


and the Danubian case (supra) was there referred to in argument, but 
not one word was said in the judgments of the noble lords finding 
fault with the decision. The court, therefore, was bound by th 
Danubian case, until it was overruled by the House of Lords. 

Swinren Eapy. L.J.. who observed that, as Lord Macnaghten had 
said, there was always an attribute of locality in the case of goodwill, 
and 

1cKrorp, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, 
R. W. Turner: Sir S. Buckmaster, 8.G., and W. Finlay. Soxicrrors, 
Stileman &: Neate: Solicitor for Inland Revenue. 


[Reperted by H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WELLS ». WELLS: SLAUGHTER & MAY (Garnishees). No. 1. 
7th and J5th May. 

GARNISHEE Ornper—PRractice—CounseEv’s Frees In HANps or SOLICITORS 
nor Desrs-—-AssIGNMENT—OFFICER OF THE CouRT—Money PAlIp By 
MISTAKE ORDERED TO BE ReruNDED—RuicHt or AppEAL—Orp. 45, R. 1 
Counsel's fees are not debts, and cannot be recovered in legal pro 

ceedings, or made the subject of a garnishee order attaching debts, 


whether the solicitor has received the money with which to pay such | 


jees or not. 

The only apparent exception to this rule results from the principle 
that the Court will not allow any of its officers, such as a trustee in 
benkruptcy, to retain money paid to him under a mistake of law, bu! 
will order it to be refunded, or paid to the person really entitled to il, 
as a matter of honesty, though that person might not be able to sue 
for it. 

Ex parte James, Re Condon (1. 2. 9 Ch. 609), distinguished. 

Re H. & C. Hall (2 Jur. N. 8. 1076) disapproved. 

Appeal from a decision of the President of the Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty Division (reported 58 Soxticrrors’ JourNAL, 496), on a sum 
mons appealing from an order of the registrar that a garnishee order 
nisi attaching debts owing by Messrs. Slaughter & May, solicitors, to 
Mr. A. M. Wells, a barrister, should be made absolute. An order had 
been made in divorce proceedings taken by his wife against Wells for 
the payment to her of alimony at the rate of £660 a year, by equal 
monthly instalments. The first three instalments were duly paid, but in 
January, 1914, the husband disposed of all his property and went 
abroad. Certain fees were due to him from Messrs. Slaughter & May 
for professional work done by him as counsel, and by an assignment 
dated the 19th of January, 1914, Wells purported to assign these as 
‘‘book-debts ’’ to one Harry Nye. By a deed of even date, trusts were 
declared in favour of the debtor. The next instalment of alimony being 
unpaid, the wife obtained a garnishee order nisi under ord. 45, r. 1, 
attaching these moneys in the hands of Messrs. Slaughter & May, 
who admitted that they had received them from the lay clients, and 
who had had notice of the deed of assignment. The President was of 
Opinion that the deed of assignment was void as a fraud on Wells’ 
creditors, but set aside the garnishee order on the ground that counsel's 





when the solicitor had received the mouey than when he had not 
received it: //obart v. Butler (9 lr. C. L. R. 157). The case of La 


Chere an application was made to the Bankruptcy Court by a member 
of the bar that the trustee in bankruptcy of a solicitor might be 
ordered to pay him the amount he had received in respect of counsel's 
fees, comprised in bills of costs which the trustee had collected. The 
case was rightly decided on the principle which had been clearly stated 
by James, L.J., in Ha parte James, Re Condon (Li. R. 9 Ch. 609). 
‘Lhe court, having control over its officers, would, in proper cases, order, 
and, if necessary, compel them to make payments which were honesi 
and just, although such payments might not be recoverable by legal 
proceedings between the parties. In that case’ money paid to a trustee 
in bankruptcy under a mistake of law was ordered to be refunded. 
This was followed and even extended in Lx parte Simmonds, Re Carnac 
(L. R. 6 Q. B. D. 308), where such moneys having been paid away 
by a trustee were ordered to be replaced out of other moneys coming tv 
his hands. The principle was again acted upon by Kay, J., in 2 
Brown (32 Ch. D. 597), and by the Court of Appeal in Re T'yler (1907 
1 K. B. 965), where it was held that it did not apply only to the cas¢ 
of money paid under a mistake of law. Another case relied on by the 
appellant was that of Re #. & C. Hall (2 Jur. N. 8. 1076), where the 
solicitor for the assignees of a bankrupt undertook to hand over in 
full to the counsel any fees which might come to the hands of the 
assignees. So far, that was merely what the assignees would have 
heen ordered to do by the court. But Mr. Commissioner Fane held 
that, counsel could prove for fees admitted to have been received by 
the solicitors before their bankruptcy, as money had and received. The 
decision, which was very shortly 1eported, could only be supported, 
if at all, on the principle of Lx parte James (supra), that the estate of 
the bankrupt having been increased by the fees of counsel, paid to and 
improperly retained by, the solicitors, and this amount having been 
mixed with the rest of the bankrupt’s property, all that the court 
could do by way of acting honestly was to order the trustee to pay 
counsel a sum equal to the dividend on the amount so received rate- 
ably with the other creditors, and as if he had a legal right of proof 
As it was not necessary to decide this question, it could be left 
where it was left by Lindley, L.J., in Re Le Brasseur d: Oakley (supra). 
The result, therefore, was that the appeal failed, but in the circum- 
stances there would be no order as to costs.—Counset, Disturnal, 
K.C., and P. V. Le Bas; Leslie Scott, K.C., and W. O. Willis ; Douglas 
Hoag. Sorsevrons, Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland; Adkin & Sons; 
laiighter & May. 


/ 
[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


REX ». ISLINGTON ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE. Fx parte LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL. 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th and 19th Jan. ; 8th April. 


Ratres-—LONDON—REDUCTION OF VALUE OF TRAMWAYS THROUGH CompPpE- 
TITION OF MoroR OmniBUses—PROVISIONAL ListT—MANDAMUS TO 
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Assessment Commirren to Appornt VaLUER—VALUATION (MetRO- 

potis) Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 67), s. 47. 

A Divisional Court made absolute a rule nisi for mandamus at the 
instance of the London County Council, directed to the Islington 
Assessment Committee under section 47 of the Valuation (Metropolis) 
Act, 1869, to appoint a valuer to make a provisional valuation list, shew- 
ing the reduction in the rateable value of the London County Council 
tramways in the borough of Islington, on the ground that, as the 
receipts had fallen owing to competition with motor omnibuses, the 
valuation of their undertaking to the rates, as made ut the quinquen- 
nial assessment, waa too high. 

Held (Vaughan Williams, L.J., dissentiente), that it was a condition 
precedent to the making an order for the appointment of a valuer that 
there should be shewn either an increase or decrease in fact of the rate- 
able value of the assessment, and that the falling off in receipts from 
competition with motor-’buses was not sufficient prima facie evidence 
of a fall in the rateable value of the hereditament sv as to give a right 
under section 47 of the Valuation of Property (.Wetropolis) Act, 1869, 
to require the appointment forthwith of a valuer. Accordingly the rule 
was discharged. 

Decision of Divisional Court (30 7’. L. R. 149) reversed. 

Appeal by the assessment committee against a judgment of Bray 
and Lush, JJ. (reported 30 T. L. R. 149). The London County 
Council had obtained a rule nisi calling upon the Islington Assessment 
Committee, under section 47 of the Valuation of Property (Metropolis) 
Act, 1869, to appoint a valuer to make a provisional valuation list, 
shewing the reduction in the rateable value of the county council's 
tramways in Islington owing to the competition of motor-omnibuses. 
In 1912 and 1913 the gross receipts from tramways had fallen from 
11.42d. per car mile to 9.05d., and on the 4th of April the London 
County Council sent a requisition to the Islington Borough Council to 
send to the assessment committee a provisional valuation list shewing 
the reduction in the rateable value of the tramways. The borough 
council declined to accede to this requisition to appoint a valuer, on the 
ground that there was no prima facie evidence of such a reduction as 
was contemplated by section 47. The Divisional Court held that sec- 
tion 47 referred to an increase or reduction during the year in which 
the requisition was made, and did not mean an increaée in, or reduc- 
tion from, the amount appearing in the quinquennial valuation list. 
The reduction in value was of a permanent nature, and was therefore 
within the section, and when the assessment committee decided as they 
did, they decided a question of law, and not one of fact. Accordingly 
the court decided in favour of the London County Council, and made 
the rule absolute. 

Tue Court reserved judgment. 

VaucHan Wittiams, L.J. (whose judgment wae read in his absence 
by Kennedy, L.J.), was of opinion that the court could overrule the 
decision of the assessment committee on a question of fact as to 
whether there was prima facie evidence of such reduction. The effect 
of the refusal of the overseers to send in a provisional list was to bring 
into play sub-section 2 of section 47 of the Act of 1869—to cast upon 
the assessment committee the duty to ‘‘ appoint a person to make such 
provisional list in the same manner as is in this Act provided in the 
case of overseers failing to transmit a valuation list.'’ The assess 
ment committee, in fact, had not dealt with the question whether the 
requisition disclosed a prima facie case of alteration in value, but rathet 
whether the conclusion of one rating expert or another was to be pre 
ferred. The Divisional Court had found that a prima facie case was 
made out, and he thought that that finding was correct, and that it was 
a finding of law. The appeal, in his opinion, should be dismissed. 

Kennepy and Swinren Eapy, L.JJ., took the opposite view. The 
thing to be shewn by the applicant asserting a diminution of value was 
that within the preceding twelve months an alteration had taken place 
which rendered the quinquennial valuation of his hereditament, as it 
stood, an excessive valuation. On proof of that he became entitled to 
have a provisional list made, which fixed a valuation altered to the 
extent to which he shewed that the value had been altered by something 
which had diminished the value of the hereditament during the pre- 
ceding twelve months. He was not at liberty to bring into the assess 
ment any earlier alteration which might have occurred. He could not 
be heard to assert that the quinquennial valuation was incorrect at the 
commencement of the twelve monthe period. There was nothing in the 
language of the statute to support the respondents’ contention that they 
had made out a prima facie case, although the state of facts presented 
as evidence shewed, when compared with that upon which the quin- 
quennial valuation was based, an ample justification for the mainten- 
ance of that valuation. By a majority, therefore, the rvle was dia- 
charged.—Counsex, for the assessment committee, Sir Robert Finlay, 
K.C., Ernest Charles, K.C., and Arthur Page; for the County Council, 
Ryde, K.C., and Konstam. Soxtcrtors, A. M. Bramall; Edward 
Tanner. 

[Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


CROYDON RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL v. BETTS. Warrington, J. 
18th Mareh. 


Loca Government—Private Street Worxs—Norice to Make-Up 
Roap—Service on Owner or Severat Houses 1x Same Roap— 
Farture to Compty witnx Notice—Execution or Work sy Pvustic 
AvurHority—Faiture or Owner to Pay ApporTioneD Parr oF 





ExPeNnsesS—CHARGE ON THE PREMISES OF OWNER—WHETHER ON 
WHOLE PREMISES OR ON Eacu oF SEVERAL PREMISES—PUBLIC HEALTH 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 150, 257. 

A local authority having given notice to an owner of several premises 
in a road to make up the road, and the owner having failed to comply 
with the notice, and the local authority having then executed the work 
itself and the owner having failed to pay the apportioned sum due 
from him in respect of his premises, the local authority asked the court 
to declare that it was entitled to a charge on the whole of the premises 
of the owner in that road tu secure the payment of the expenses incurred 
in respect of each of his premises. 

Held, that the local authority was entitled to a charge on the several 
premises respectively to secure the payment of the expenses incurred 
wn respect of each of the premises, but was not entitled to a general 
charge on all the premises. 


The defendant in this case was the owner of houses and plots of 
building land fronting on two roads within the district of the plaintiff 
council. The plaintiff council, under powers vested in them by section 
150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, served upon the defendant notices 
requiring him to make up the two roads in front of his premises. The 
defendant did not comply with the notices, and the council executed 
the work itself, and sent in a demand for the expenses incurred. On 
default in payment the plaintiff council took out this originating 
summons, claiming a declaration that they were entitled under section 
257 of the Act to a charge on all the premises of the defendant in 
both roads for the full amount due from him. The plaintiff council 
now limited their claim to a separate charge in respect of all the 
premises in either road. 

Warrincton, J., said that the charge given by section 257 was a 
charge not on the interest of the owner, but on the property itself. 
Hence it was only rational to hold that the legislature intended that 
there should be a separate charge in respect of each separate plot ; other 
wise the charge could not be worked. It would be extremely unfair to 
the mortgagee of a small piece of land to have his security charged 
with a large sum in respect of other property of the mortgagor. Section 
257 confirmed that view. The charge was to be a charge on the premises 
in respect of which the expenses were incurred. The provisions of that 
section for apportioning the expenses shewed that the legislatare re- 
garded the premises in respect of which the expenses were incurred as 
separate premises, and treated the expenses incurred as incurred in 
respect of these separate premises. Hence the expenses were to be 
apportioned in respect of each separate piece of land fronting on the 
road, and the charge should be in respect of each such separate piece 
of land.—Counset, Sheldon; Thompson. Soutcrrors, Whitford «& 
Thorpe ; Nevile & Smith. 

(Reported by J. B GQ Trecantasn, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


fe RYDER. BURTON r. KEARSLEY. Warrington, J. 11th March. 

Witt—Lire Tenant—Power To Avety Corpus ror His Own BENEFIT 
APPOINTMENT OF WHOLE ESTATE, 

A testratrixz, by her will, gave her estate to trustees upon trust to 
pay certain income to her husband during his life, and subject to this 
provision she gave the whole of her estate on certain charitable trusts. 
She also gave her hushand power to apply such portion of the corpus 
as he should think fit for his own use and benefit. 

The husband, having executed a deed-poll appointing the corpus of 
the estate to himself for his own absolute use and beneft, 

Held, that he became absolutely entitled to the whole estate. 

A testatrix, by her will, made in 1907, gave her real and personat 
estate upon trust for sale and conversion and investment. One-third of 
the income was to be paid to her mother (who predeceased the testatrix) 
during her life, and after her death to her husband, until he should 
Marry again or die, and the other two-thirds of the income to her 
husband until he should marry again or die. She authorized her 
husband, so long as he was entitled to the income of part or the whole 
of her estate, to apply such portion of the corpus of her estate as he 
should think fit for his own use and benefit. Subject to these pro 
visions, she gave her estate on certain charitable trusts. The testatrix 
died in 1910. Her husband did not marry again, and, by a deed-poll 
dated the 28th of February, 1911, he appointed the corpus of the testa 
trix’s estate to himself for his own absolute use and benefit. The 
husband died in 1913, and the defendant Kearsley was residuary legatee. 
Jhis originating summons was taken out to decide whether, under the 
will and deed-poll, the husband took an absolute interest in the testatrix’ 
estate, or whether he took a life interest only under the testatrix’s will. 

Warrincton, J., said that, in his opinion, on the construction of the 
testatrix’s will, the husband had power in his lifetime to appoint the 
corpus of the whole estate to himself absolutely. Hence he became 
absolutely entitled under the joint effect of the will and deed-poll.— 
Counset, Ingpen; Clauson, K.C., and Hodge; Austen-Cartmell. 
Souicrrors, Johnson, Weatherall, & Sturt; The Treasury Solicitor. 

[Reported by J. B. O. Tascautmax, Barricter-at-Law.) 


Re CONSOLIDATED NICKEL MINES (LIM.) Sargant,J. 3rd April. 
Company—Drrecrors—REMUNERATION—CONDITIONS AS TO REBIREMENT 

—No AnnuAL GeneRAL Meerinc—REetiReMENT AT ORDINARY MEETING 

—ARTICLE AS TO RETIREMENT NOT CowPpLteD Wita—RuicuHt To FEEs—- 

Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 49. 

A director of a company does not necessarily step into an office which 
is perpetual unless terminated by some act, but into an office the hold- 
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ing of which ts limited by the articles of association of the company. 
A resolution 8% directors not to accept fees can be rescinded when the 
fees again become payable. 

rectors may still have functions to perform as such after an agree- 
iment has been entered into to sell the undertaking and assets of the 
company. 

Where an article of association says that all the directors of the 
company must retire in a specified year, it is no answer to their not 
retiring that no general meeting was called, us it is their own fault 
when such meeting is not called. 

This summons was taken out by three directors in the winding-up 
of the above company raising sundry points as to the retitement of 
certain directors from office and their right to remuneration. The 
company was incorporated under the Companies Acts, 1862-1900 on the 
25th of June, 1903. The applicants were two original directors and 
one appointed on the 3ist of July, 1908. The applicants claimed in 
the liquidation for remuneration as directors, and the liquidator objected 
- their claims. On the 12th of February, 1906, a resolution was passed 
hy the directors that they should not accept any fees for their services 
rendered after that date, but this resolution was rescinded by another 
passed on the 16th of January, 1907, and all the applicants claimed 
Nair fees from this latter date. On the 18th of August, 1905, the 
company entered into an agreement to sé@ll its assets and undertaking 
to another company for £50,000 in fully paid shares of a company to be 
formed. Counsel for the liquidator contended (1) that after the 12th 
of February, 1906, when the resolution as to not accepting fees was 
passed, no fees were payable to the directors; (2) that after the date 
of the agreement to sell it was the duty of the directors to wind uy 
the company and appoint a liquidator, since there was nothing more 
to be done requiring the services of the directors; and (3) that the 
two original directors should have retired in 1906 under article 101 
ef the articles of association of the company, which said that at the 
ordinary meeting in 1906 all the directors and at the ordinary meeting 
in every subsequent year one-third of all the directors for the time 
heing respectively, or if their number is not a multiple of three, then 
the number nearest to one-third, but not exceeding one-third, shou!-J 
retire from office. It being their own fault that no general meeting 
was called in 1906 or 1907, that did not prevent the necessity for their 
retiring in accordance with the terms of the article in 1906. 

SarGcAant, J., said the resolution of the 12th of February, 1906, was 
rescinded by that of the 16th of January, 1907, and thereafter 
possessed ho force. Objection (1) therefore fails. Objection (2) also 
fails. After the sale the directors’ duties had diminished, but they 
had still something to do. The shares received as the purchase con 
sideration were charged to the purchasing company. Moreover, both 
the creditors and the shareholders knew of the affairs of the company, 
and were willing that the directors should still remain in office and 
that the company should not be wouhd up. They might have asked that 
the directors’ remuneration should be diminished, but they did not do 
so. The present case is stronger than that of Re South Western of 
Venezuela (Barquisimeto) Railway Co. (1903, 1 Ch. 701), which the 


applicants relied on. Objection (3) is, however, well founded. A 
director on his appointment does not nec essarily step into an office 
which is perpetaal unless terminated by some act, but into an office 
the holding of which is limited by the articles. The meaning of 


urticle 101 was that the holding of the office of director should onl 

last until the end of 1906 or the earlier date on which the ordinary 
meeting for that year was held. Re Great Northern Salt and Chemical 
Works, Bx parte Kennedy (1890, 44 C. TD. 472) is merely a decision 
as to the construction to be placed on clause 62 of table A to the 
Companies Act, 1862. Moreover, article 106 in the present case shows 
that prima facie a retiring director vacates office, and is against the 
applicant’s contention. The duty of the directors was to call a meeting 
in 1906 and 1907, and they could not take advantage of their own default 
in that respect and say that they still remained directors. Park v 
Lawton (1911, 1 K. B. 588) is to some extent in point. There it was 
decided that the fact that no general meeting had. been held in a year 
was no defence to a charge of not sending in certain returns required 
to be made within a certain time after the first or only general meeting 
in the year. Steel and Phillips, the two original directors, are, there 
fore, not entitled to any remuneration for the period between the 31st 
of December, 1906, and the 30th of August, 1908. when thev were 
again directors.—Counsen, 1. 2. Wright; C. BE. EB. Jenkins, K.C., and 
S. R. Earle. Soxtcrrors, Romer & Skan; H. J. Mannings. 

[Reported by L, M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SMITH v. COLBOURNE. Astbury, J. 19th March. 


Speciric PeERFORMANCE—VENDOR AND PURCHASER—RESTRICTION AS TO 
Licut—Licence—Risk TO PURCHASER OF COMMITTING A TortT—PvurR- 
CHASER NOT TO BE CoMPELLED TO Accept TiTLe ENtTAiLina sucn Risk 
When an owner of a warehouse had purported to give adjoining 

owners opportunity and licence to come on his premises on his making 

default in blocking up certain windows, after notice had been given to 
him to do such blocking up, for the purpose of carrying out the work in 
respect of which such default had been made, and such licence was not 
disclosed in the agreement to sell the warehouse. 

Held, that specific performance of the agreement would not be de- 
creed, 


This was an action with witnesses which involved almost entirely 
questions of fact, but there was one point of law as to when the court 








will not compel specific performance of a contract, pe the facts rele- 
vant to that point were these. The owner of a warehouse entered 
into an agreement dated the 30th of March, 1894, with an adjoining 


owner to brick up two windows in a particular part of the house when 
called upon by such adjoining owner to do so. The agree- 
ment contained a clause giving the adjoining owner a _ right 
to enter upon the warehouse and block up the windows if 


the owner of the warehouse made default in s0 doing. 
There was a similar agreement with another adjoining owner as to 
windows on the other side of the warehouse. A contract for the sale 
of the warehouse with other property for the sum of £16,000 having 
been entered into, and these agreements as to the windows not having 
been disclosed to the purchaser, the point was taken that specific 
performance of such an agreement would not be decreed by the court 
because it was not equitable that a purchaser should be forced to take 


a title where certain licences had been given affecting the enjoymierit 
of the property. It would amount to cofnpelling a purchaser to assiuiiie 


that such a licence to commit what would otherwise be a tort was void, 
and the court would not compel a purchaser to make such an asstrip 
tion. Counsel cited the cases of Pemsel d& Wilson v. Tucker (1907, 
2 Ch. 191), Greenhalgh v. Brindley (84 L. T. R. 762), and London and 
South Western Railway Co. v. Gomm (20 Ch. Div. 562). 


Astbury, J., after stating the facts, said : The court will not compel 
specific performance in this case. There is a question as to whether the 
licence given by the owner of the warehouse to the adjoining owners 
to come on the warehouse and block the windows if the owner does not 
himself so do after notice, is in fact a void licence, in that it is a licetice 
to commit what would otherwise be a trespass or not. This is a risk, 
ind the court will not enforce a purchaser to undertake the risk of 
such licence being void. Accordingly I refusé to decree specific per- 


Wood: The Hon. Frank Puasell, K.C.. and 


formance.—Counset, J. G 
Sheldon.—Soricrrors, Light & Fulton, for FP. BF. Kersey, Tpswich; 
Routh, Stacey d& Castle, for BE. N. Marz ae: Colbourne, Brighton. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. BARRON. 9th and 24th March. 
CrimtnaL LAW-—-PLEA oF <AvUTREFOIS ACQuIT—INDICTMENT FOR 
Sopomy QuasHED—-INDICTMENT FOR Gross INDECENCY—SAME Facts 
PRISONER NOT IN Perit or LAtTeR OFFENCE ON FORMER 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME—CRIMINAL 


PROVED 
INDICTMENT—OFFENCES NO’ 
Appeat Act, 1907, 4 (2). 


A conviction of the appellant for sodomy was quashed by the Court 
of Criminal Appeal, and the appellant was remanded in custody to take 
his trial on another indictment on the file. This indictment was for 
gross indecency, to which the appellant pleaded autrefois acquit. T'he 
judge told the jury that the issue was whether the charge on which the 
appellant stood indicted was a charge on which he had been in peril on 
the former indictment, and he ruled it was not, and directed them so to 
find. The judge then allowed the appellant to plead over, and he 
pleaded guilty, but appealed. The evidence given on the second trial 
was substantially that given on the first. 

Held, that as the jury could not have convicted the appellant of gross 
indecency on the indictment for sodomy, and as the two offences were 
not exactly or substantially the same, the plea of autrefois acquit was 
rightly rejected. 

The judge had also held that the 
entertained by reason of the order of the Court of Criminal 
quashing the conviction. ° 

Held, that this was not 80. as by section 4 (2) of the Criminal Appeal 
ict, 1907, there had been a judgment pe 8 rdict of acquitial entered on 
the first indictment. 


plea of autrefois acquit could not be 


Appeal 


This was an appeal from a conviction for gross indecency. The 
facts and arguments appear from the reserved and written judgment 

The Court (Lord Reapine, L.C.J., and LAwRrence and Lusn, JJ.), 
which was delivered by 
L.C.J., as follows : The appellant was indicted before 
indecency with a boy. He 
pleaded aufrefois acquit, but his plea was overrvled. He _ then 
pleaded guilty, and was sentenced to eighteen months’ hard labour, 
He has appealed to this court, and his counsel contended that the 
learned judge was wrong in rejecting the plea. The facts are as 
follows: The appellant had been previously indicted on the same 
facts, on a charge of sodomy with the same boy. He was convicted and 
sentenced. He appealed to this court, and the court quashed the con- 
viction on the ground that evidence had been wrongly admitted. Follow- 
ing the provisions of section 4 (2) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, 
a judgment and verdict of acquittal were entered. The indictment on 
which he was subsequently tried was still on the file, and the court 
ordered that the appellant be remanded in custody, to take his trial 
at the next assizes upon a certain other indictment found against him. 
Mr. Blake Odgers, on his behalf, contended that the learned judge had 
wrongly refused to entertain the plea of autrefois acquit, on the ground 
that he was precluded by the order of the court from doing so. The 
learned judge does appear to have taken thie -*-w, It is a view with 


Lord READING, 


tidley, J., on a charge of gross 
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which w6é do not agree. The order of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
did not deprive him of any defences that were available, and the plea 
of autrefois acquit was 4s open to the appellant as if no order had 
been made by this court. The learned judge, however, while declining 
to hear Mr. Blake Odgers’ argument, held that the plea was bad in 


law, and we have to say whether we agree or not with that ruling. We | 


are of opinion that the plea of autre fois acquit was rightly rejected. The 
principle on which this plea depends has often been stated. It is this, 
that the law does not permit a man to be twice in peril of being con 
victed of the same offence (2 Hawkins, P.C., c. 35, ed. 1824). If, there 
fore, he has been acquitted, i.e., found to be not guilty of the offence, 
by*a court competent to try him, such acquittal is a bar to a second 
indictment for the same offence. This rule applies not only to the 
offence actually charged in the first indictment, but to any offence of 
which he could have been properly convicted on the trial of the first 
indictment. Thus, an acquittal on a charge of murder is a bar to a 
subsequent indictment for manslaughter, as the jury could have con 
victed of manslaughter (2 Hale, P.C., 246, ed. 1800). Now, the 
appellant, having by order of this court, on his appeal from his first 
conviction, had a judgment and verdict of acquittal entered, is in the 
same position for all purposes as if he had actually been acquitted. 
The question, therefore, that we have to consider is whether the 
acquittal on the charge of sodomy involves, according to the principles 
that we have stated, an a®quittal on the charge of gross indecency, Mr. 
Blake Odgers contended that the true test by which this question has 
to be decided is this: Were the facts which were in evidence at the 
first trial the same facts as those on which the prosecution relied in 
support of the second indictment? If they were, he says that the 
appellant was in peril on the former trial, notwithstanding that the 
appellant could not at the trial on the first indictment for the more 
serious offence have been convicted of the minor offence. He cited in 
support of this contention, mainly the case of Reg. v. King (1897, 1 
Q. B. 214). The head note to the report of this case states that “‘ a 
defendant who has been convicted upon an indictment, charging him 
with obtaining credit for goods by false pretences, cannot be afterwards 
convicted upon a further indictment, charging him with larceny of the 
same goods,”’ and Hawkins, J., is reported as having said (p. 218) : ‘‘ It 
is against the very first principles of the Criminal Law that a man 
should be placed twice in jeopardy upon the same facts; the 
offences are practically the same, though not their legal operation.’ It 
ia quite plain that the learned judge did not intend to lay down, and 
did not lay down as a general principle of law, that a man cannot be 
placed twice in jeopardy upon the same facts, if the offences are 
different. The statement obviously refers to a case where the offences 
are the same. “‘ practically the same’ the words are, and as the two 
offences in the present case are not either exactly or practically the 
same, it does not help the appellant. But the words are omitted in 
the report of the same judgment in the Law Journal Reports (66 
L. J. Q. B. 87, 99). and it seems reasonably clear from that report 
that the learned judge was really expressing the view that, having 
regard to the convictions of the defendant on the first indictment of 
obtaining credit for the same goods by false pretences, and also by 
fraud, the judge should not, as a matter of fairness and in the exercise 
of a proper judicial discretion, have allowed the second trial to take 
place, which is, of course, a very different proposition. The sub- 
stantial identity of the offence was recognised in Reg. v. King 
(1897, 1 Q. B. 214), as an essential condition to the validity 
of the plea of aufrefois acquit, and that case made no change 
in the general and well settled principle of law applicable to 
these pleas. The test is not, in our opinion, whether the facts relied 
upon are the same in the two trials. The question is whether the 
appellant has been acquitted of an offence which is the same offence 
as ‘‘gross indecency,’’ i.¢., whether the acquittal on the charge of 
sodomy necessarily involves an acquittal on the charge of gross in 
decency. It is quite clear that the jury could not have convicted the 
appellant of gross indecency at the first trial. And it is equally clear 
that the acquittal on the graver charge did not necessarily involve an 
acquittal of the minor offence.qThe graver charge of sodomy involves 
gross indecency and something else, and as was decided in Reg v. De 
Salvi (10 Cox. C. C. 481), an acquittal of the whole of an offece 
does not involve an acquittal of every part of it. There has, therefore, 
been no verdict that the appellant was not guilty of gross indecency. 
and the appellant has never been in peril before of being convicted of 
gross indecency. The rule of law now affirmed by this court has never 
been doubted or qualified, though it has not always been found easy 
to apply the rule to the facts of particular cases under discussion. In 
this case penetration was an essential element of the charge of sodomy, 
and intention to penetrate of an attempt to commit that offence. Neither 
the act of penetration nor the intention to penetrate is an essential 
element of the offence of ‘‘ gross indecency,”’’ so that the offence to 
which the appellant eventually pleaded guilty at the second trial is not 
the same, or substantially the same, as that charged against him at 
the first trial. For these reasons the appeal must be dismissed.— 
Counser, Blake Odgers; H. du Parea. Sorrcrtrors. the Registrar of 
the Court of Criminal Appeal; the Director of Public Prosecutions. 
[Reported by C. G. Monan, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


“e 


Re Annie Goff (Deceased), Featherstonehaugh v. Murphy (ante, p. 
535).—In this case Messrs. Braby & Waller should have been mentioned 
as the solicitors instructing Mr. Maconachie. 





New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, 1914. 


APPzNDIX. 
(Continued from page 540.) 


2z. That the proposed Defendant was personally present in the district 
of this Court, and there contracted the debt or part thereof in respect of 
which an action is proposed to be brought [or and there entered into the 
contract for breach of which an action is proposed to be brought. } 

for That the wife [or agent] of the proposed Defendant was personally 
present in the district of this Court, and there contracted on his behalf 
the debt or a part thereof in respect of which an action is proposed to 
be brought [or and there entered on his behalf into the contract foi 
breach of which an action is proposed to be brought].] 

[or, in case of tort, 

[28. That the proposed Defendant [or a servant [or agent] of the 
proposed Defendant for whose acts or defaults he is alleged to be 
responsible] was personally present in the district of this Court, and 
there committed the alleged wrongful act [or was guilty of the alleged 
negligence} in respect of which an action is proposed to be brought. ] 

jor (c.) Where cause of action or part relied on, 

2c. That the cause of action in respect of which the proposed 
Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 
in the county of , within the district of this Court. 


That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action 
or a part thereof are that the order for the goods for the price of which 
[or for the non-acceptance of which, or as the case may be 

J 
an action is proposed to be brought was received at 
in the county of , within the district of this Court by an 
order [or a letter] addressed to me [or to the proposed Plaintiff] and 
purporting to be signed by the proposed Defendant [or on behalf of the 
proposed Defendant by a member of his household [or a person in his 
employ] [or as the case may be] 

and the proposed place of trial will not be less convenient to the 
proposed Defendant than the County Court of holden 
at , in which he might be sued without leave. } 
for, (p.) Where facts stated in Order V., Rule 13, paragraph 10 (d) 
relied on, 

2p. That the cause of action in respect of which the proposed 
Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 
in the county court , within the district of this Court. 

That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action or 
a part thereof are that the order for the goods for the price of which 
{or for the non-acceptance of which, or as the case may be, 

] an action is proposed to be brought was received 
at in the county of within the district of 
this Court by an order [or a letter] addressed to me [or to the proposed 
Plaintiff] and purporting to be signed by the proposed Defendant [or 
on behalf of the proposed Defendant by a member of his household [or 
a person in his employ] [or as the case may be}. 

That I [or the proposed Plaintiff] have [or has] reason to believe that 
the proposed Defendant admits the claim, and onthe —_—_ day of 
I for the proposed Plaintiff] gave [or caused to be given] to the pro- 
posed Defendant notice of writing of my [or his] intention to apply for 
leave to sue the proposed Defendant in this Court, and by such notice 
required the proposed Defendant to state whether he disputed the 
claim, and the proposed Defendant has admitted the claim [or has failed 
to give notice that he disputes the claim]. 

3. [To be added where proposed plaintiff does not make the affidavit. 
And I further say that I am a person in the employ of the proposed 
Plaintiff [or as the case may be} 


and that the facts herein deposed to are within my own knowledge, and 
that I am duly authorised by the proposed Plaintiff to make this 
affidavit. 

Order to be placed at the foot. 

Having duly considered the facts above disclosed [add, where para- 
graph 2c is used, and being satisfied that this Court will not be Jess 
convenient to the proposed Defendant than the County Court of 

holden at ] I do order that the above-named 


be at liberty to enter a plaint in this Court against the above-named 
. Registrar. 


9 INSTEAD oF 9. 
AFFIpAvit For LEAVE TO ISSUER DerauLt SUMMONS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
ouT OF THE DISTRICT, WHERE THE AMOUNT CLAIMED EXCEEDS 5J. 
51 &: 52 Vict. c. 43, ss. 74, 86.—Order V., Putte 13 (4). 





I, () (1) Name, residence, and occupation of deponent. 
make oath and say as follows :— 
1. That (?) - 
(2) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed defendant. 
is justly and truly indebted to me [or 


3 
m7 (3) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed plaintiff. 
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in the sum of £ for the price 


of goods sold [or for money lent, or as the case may be). 


[Where residence dc., within siz months relied on) 

2. That the proposed Defendant within six months from the date 
hereof dwelt [or carried on business] within the district of this Court, 
that is to say, at in the county of 

(Or where cause of action or part relied on) 


2. That the cause of action in respect of which the proposed 
Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 
in the county of » within the district of this Court. 
That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action 
or a part thereof are, that the order for the goods for the price of 
which [or as the case may be} 
an action is proposed to be brought was given at 
in the county of » within the district of this Court 
[tf given by post, add by an order [or a letter] addressed to me 
{or to the proposed Plaintiff] and purporting to be signed by the pro- 
posed Defendant [or on behalf of the proposed Defendant by a member 
of his household] [or a person in his employ] [or as the case may be}. 
3. [Z'o be added where proposed plaintiff does not make the affidavit.) 
And I further say that 1 am a person in the employ of the proposed 
Plaintiff [or as the case may be}; 


and that the facts herein deposed to are within my own knowledge, 
and that I am duly authorised by the proposed Plaintiff to make this 
affidavit. 

Order to be placed at the foot. 

I do order that the above-named be at liberty 
to enter a plaint and issue a default summens in this Court against the 
above-named 

Registrar. 
10 1nsTEAD oF 10. 
AFFIDAVIT FOR LEAVE TO IssuE Deratit SUMMONS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
OUT OF THE DISTRICT, WHERE THE AMOUNT CLAIMED DOES NOT EXCEED Ol. 
51 & 52 Vict. c. 43 8s. 74, 86.—Order V., Rule 13 (4). 


I, (') 
(1) Name, residence, and occupation of deponent. 
make oath and say as follows :— 


1. That (3) 
(2) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed defendant. 
is justly and truly indebted to me [or to (3) ] 


} (3) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed plaintiff 
in the sum of £ for the price of goods sold [or for 
money lent, or as the case may be). 
[Where residence, d-c., within six months relied on] 
2. That the proposed Defendant within six months from the date 
hereof dwelt [or carried on business] within the district of this Court, 
that is to say, at in the county of 


[Or where cause vf auction or part relied on] 


2. That the cause of action in respect of which the proposed 

Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 
in the county of within the district of this 
Court. 

That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action 
or a part thereof are, thatthe order for the goods for the price of 
which [or as the case may be] 
an action is proposed to be brought was given at 
in the county of , within the district of this Court 
{tf given by post, add by an order [or a letter] addressed to me 
lor to the proposed Plaintiff] and purporting to be signed by the pro- 
posed Defendant [or on behalf of the proposed Defendant by a member 
of his household] [or a person in his employ] [or as the case may be]. 

3. And I further say that my [or the proposed Plaintiff’s] claim is 
for the price [or value or hire) of goods which, or some part of which, 
were sold and delivered [or let on hire] to the proposed Defendant to 
y “a or dealt with in the way of his trade [or profession or calling] 
oO ad . 

(4) State trade, profession, or calling. 
Or, if the ‘preceding paragraph is not applicable, add in lieu thereof. 

3. And I further say that the proposed Defendant is not a domestic 
or menial servant, a labourer, a servant in husbandry, a journeyman, 
an artificer, a handicraftsman, a miner, or a person engaged in manual 
labour. ] 4 

4. To be added where proposed plaintiff does not make the afidavit.— 
And I further say. that I am a person in the employ of the proposed 
Plaintiff [or as the case may be], . 

KA and that the facts herein deposed to are 
within my own knowledge, and that I am duly authorised by the pro- 
posed Plaintiff-to make this affidavit. . 

Order to be placed at the foot. 

I do order that the abové-naimed be at liberty 
to enter a plaint and issue a default summons in this Court against 
the above-named ; 

Registrar. 





10a InsTEAD oF 108 AnD 10c. 

AFFIDAVIT FOR L¥AVE TO IssUE DEFAULT SUMMONS OUT orf THE DISTRICT 
AGAINST DEFENDANT WHO Is A DomesTIC OR MENIAL SERVANT, A 
LABOURER, A SERVANT IN HUSBANDRY, A JOURNEYMAN, AN ARTIFICER. 
A HANDICRAFTSMAN, A MINER, OR A PERSON ENGAGED IN MANUAL 
LABOUR. 

[51 & 52 Vict., c. 43, ss. 74, 86 Order V., Rule 15 (10)). 


1, (') ; :, 

(1) Name, residence, and occupation of deponent, 
make oath and say as follows :— 

1. That (?) 

(2) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed defendant. 
is justly and truly indebted to me [or to (%) 
(3) Name, residence, and occupation of proposed plaintiff. 
in the sum of £ for the price of goods sold [or for money 
lent, or as the case may be]. 

[(a.) Where residence in the district relied on as ground for granting 
leave. 

2a. That the proposed Defendant within six months from the date 
hereof dwelt within the district of this Court, that is to say, at 

in the county of , and was dwelling within 
the district of this Court, that is to say, at 
in the county of ; when the debt or part thereof 
was contracted. } 

[or, (B.) Where personal presence in the district relied on, ; 

2n. That the proposed Defendant was personally present in the 
district of this Court, and there contracted the debt or a part thereof 
in respect of which an action is proposed to be brought. 

{Or that the wife [or agent] of the proposed Defendant was person- 
ally present in the district of this Court, and there contracted on his 
behalf the debt or a part thereof in respect of which an action is pro- 
posed to be brought}. | 

Lor, (c.) Where cause of action or part relied on, 

2c. That the cawse of-action in respect of which..the proposed 
Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 

in the county of » Within the district of this 
Court. ; 

That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action or 
a part thereof are, that the order for the goods for the price of which 
[or as the case may be) 
an action is proposed to be brought was given at 
in the county of , within the district of this Court 
by an order [or a letter] addressed to me [or to the proposed Plaintiff] 
and purporting to be signed by the proposed Defendant [or on behalf 
of the proposed Defendant by a member of his household] [or a person 
in his employ] [vr as the case may be] 

and the proposed place of trial will not be less convenient to the 
proposed Defendant than the County Court of 
holden at in which he might be sued without 
leave. ] 

for, (v.) Where fucts stated in Order V., Rule 13, paragraph 10 (d) 
relicd on, 

2p. That the cause of action in respect of which the proposed 
Defendant is proposed to be sued arose wholly or in part at 

in the county of , within the district of this 
Court. 

That the facts relied on as constituting the alleged cause of action or 
a part thereof are that the order for the goods for the price of which [or 
as the case may be * 
an action is proposed to be brought was given at 
in the county of , within the district of this Court 
by an order [or a letter] addressed to me [or to the proposed Plaintiff} 
and purporting to be signed by the proposed Defendant [or on behalf 
of the proposed Defendant by a member of his household] [or a person 
in his employ] [or as the case may be}. i 

That I [or the proposed Plaintiff] have [or has] reason to believe 
that the proposed Defendant admits the claim, and on the day of 

, I [or the proposed Plaintiff] gave [or caused to be given] to 
the proposed Defendant notice in writing of my [or his] intention to 
apply for leave to sue the proposed Defendant in this Court, and by 
such notice required the proposed Defendant to state whether he 
disputed the claim, and the proposed Defendant has admitted the 
claim [or has failed to give notice that he disputes the claim]. 

[Where the amount claimed does not exceed £5, add :— 

3. And I further say that my [or the proposed Plaintiff’s] claim is 
for the price [or value or hire] of goods which, or some part of which, 
were sold and delivered [or let on hire] to the proposed Defendant to 
be used or dealt with in the way of his trade [or calling] of a (‘). 

(4) State trade or calling. 

4. To be added where proposed plaintiff does not make the affidavit.- 
And I further say that I am a person in the employ of the proposed 
Plaintiff [or as the case may be}, ~ 

and that the facts herein deposed to are within 
my own knowledge, and. that I am duly authorised by the proposed 
Plaintiff to make this affidavit. 


Order to be placed at the foot. 


Having duly considered the facts above disclosed [add, where para- 
graph 2c is used, and being satisfied that this Court will not be less 
convenient to the proposed Defendant than the County Court of 
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] I do order that the above-named 
: be at liberty to enter a plaint and issue a default 
suminons in this Court against the above-named 


holden at 


Registrar. 
1788 INSTEAD OF 178p. 
MerMmoraNvuM TO BE Printep at Foor OF OR ANNEXED TO JUDGMENT 
SUMMONS. 
Order XXV., Rule 31 (3). 


In default of your attendance you will, if at the time of the service of 


this summons on you payment or tefider of your expenses is made on the | 
prescribed scale of allowances, be liable to a fine of £10 under section | 


111 of the County Courts Act, 1888, payment of which fine may, under 
section 167 of the Act, be enforced, upon the order of the Judge, in 
such manner as payment of a sum adjudged to be paid on summary con- 
viction may be enforced under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, that is to 
say, by distress and sale of your goods, or, in default or in lieu of 
distress, by imprisonment 


188a. 
Entry or Part PAYMENT ON ORDER OF COMMITMENT. 
Order XXV., Rule 48a (4). 


Where part payment is made after the issue of an Order of Commit- 
ment, the amount paid is to be entered in ink on the face of the order 


and deducted from ihe sum on payment of which the debtor is to be | 


discharged, and the entry signed by the bailiff, in the following form :— 





G.H. of as my solicitor in the above-mentioned action, 
[or matter], have ceased to employ him, and that my present solicitor 
is 7.K. of 
Dated this day of 19 . 
A.B. [or C.D.) 
To the Registrar of the Court, 
and to the above-named 
plainciff [or defendant], or 
his solicitors. 
[or 
Take Norice, that [name and address of new solicitor] has [or have] 
been appointed to act as solicitor [or solicitors] for the above-named 
plaintiff [or defendant] in the place of [original solicitor]. 
Dated this day of > ; 
Yours, &c., 
[Signature of new golicitor.] 
To the Registrar of the Court, 
and to the above-named 
plaintiff [er defendant], or 
his solicitors. 


446. 


Norice to APPELLANT UNDER THE Picotace Act, 1913, Secrion 28, or 
Day ON WHICH APPEAL WILL BE HEARD. 


Order L., Rule 24 (4). 
[Not to be printed.] 





4a a. is 
Sum on payment of which the debtor is to be discharged .. In the County Court of holden at . 
Deduct amount paid since issue of order ves veil F y , No. of Plaint. 
Balance on payment of which the debtor is to be dis In the matter of the Pilotage Act, 1913, 
charged a ove ies wen wes ose om ‘ ond 
(Signed) a In the matter of an Appeal by , under section 28 of 
os the said Act. _ 
Bailiff. Take Norice, that the Judge of this Court will hear the petition of 
7 ae - appeal in this matter at [state place of hearing] on 
352 INSTEAD OF 352 the day of , 19 , at the hour of 
Norice or CHANGE OF SovictrTor. ) in the _ hoon. , P - 
Order LIV., Rule 6. Dated tis ails , Registrar. 
[Not to be printed.] To 
Take Nortce, that I, A.B. [or C.D.}, who have hitherto employed | af 
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SIR ISAAC PITMAN & SONS, LTD., 


LAW PUBLISHERS, 1, AMEN CORNER, LONDON, E.C. 





THE LAW RELATING TO SECRET COMMISSIONS AND BRIBES. 
(CHRISTMAS BOXES, GRATUITIES, &c.), THE PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION ACT, 1906, by ALBERT 
CREW, of Gray's Inn and the South-Eastern Circuit, Barrister-at-Law, Lee Prizeman of Gray’s Inn. With a Foreword by THE Ricur 
Hon. SIR EDWARD FRY, G.C.B. (formerly Lord Justice of Appeal). Demy 8vo, cloth gilt, 198 pp., 5. net. 


THE HISTORY, LAW AND PRACTICE OF THE STOCK EXCHANGE. » 4. '. 


POLEY, B.A., and F. H. CARRUTHERS GOULD. 348 pp., Ss. net. 
THE LAW OF CARRIAGE. »y J. E. BR. STEPHENS. 324 pp., 5s. net. 
MERCANTILE LAW. 


ENCYCLOPEDIA OF MARINE LAW. 
BILLS, CHEQUES AND NOTES, Together with the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and the Bills of Exchange 


(Crossed Cheques) Act, 1906. By J. A. SLATER, B.A., LL.B. (Lond.). 205 pp., 26. 6d. net. 


RAILWAY (REBATES) CASE LAW. A Book of Reference for Solicitors, &0., containing tha Judgment of 


the Court in eve y Rebate Case submitted to the Commissioners. By G. B. LISSENDEN. 454 pp., 108, 6d. net. 


COMPANIES AND COMPANY LAW. 


. C, CONNELL, LL.B. (Lond.). 344 pp., Se. net. 


By J. A. SLATER, B.A., LL.B. (Lond,). Second, Revised and Cheaper Edition, 448 pp., Se. net. 


By LAWRENCE DUCKWORTH. 382 pp., Ss. net. 


Together with the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. By 


By I. CATO WORSFOLD, M.A., LL.D. 38- 6d, net, 


THE LAW OF REPAIRS AND DILAPIDATIONS. 
THE LAW OF EVIDENCE. By W. NEMBHARD HIBBERT, LL.D. (Lond) 38, 6d, net. 
THE TRANSFER OF STOCKS, SHARES, AND OTHER MARKETABLE 


SECURITIES. A manual of the law and practice. By F. D. HEAD, B.A. (Oxon). 220 pp., SS. net. 
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447, 
Notice TO RESPONDENTS UNDER THE PiLorace Act, 1913, SecTion 28, oF 
Day oN WHICH APPEAL WILL BE HEARD. 
Order L., Rule 24 (4). 
[Not to be printed.] 
[Heading us in Form 446.] 


Take Notice, that the Judge of this Court will hear the petition of 
appeal in this matter, a sealed copy of which is served herewith at 
[state place of hearing] on the day ‘of , 
19 , at the hour of in the h 
attend either in person or by your svlicitor at the time and place above 
mentioned, such order will be made and proceedings taken as the Judge 
may think just and expedient. 

AND FURTHER Take Notice that you are hereby required, five clear 


days at least before the day fixed for the hearing of the said petition, | 


to file with me at my office situate at a statement in duplicate 
showing the exact particulars of your action in the matter which forms 


the subject-matter of the appeal, and the grounds thereef, and to | 


deliver a copy of such statement to the Appellant. 
[/f the action of the pilotage authority was in respect of an offence with 


which the Appellant has been charged in any Court of criminal juris- | 


diction, add 


And you are hereby required to add to the statement and copies full | 


particulars of the hearing of the charge preferred against the Appellant 
before [state the Court before which the charge was preferred] 
in respect of the matter which forms the subject-matter of the appeal, 
or (if the charge is not already disposed of) of the proceedings taken 
thereon. } 

Dated this day of , 19 

Registrar. 

To [the Respondents]. 


448. 
Notice 10 Parties or NAME OF ASSESSOR SELECTED BY JUDGE. 
[Order L., Rule 26 (2).) 
[Not to be printed.) 
[Heading as in Form 446.] 
Take notice, that His Honour the Judge has selected Mr. 
of as an Assessor to assist him in trying this appeal. 
Should you have any objection to the assessor so selected, you must 


forthwith send me in writing your reasons for your objection, and you | 


may mention the name of any other assessor whom you are willing shouid 
be summoned. 
Should you have no objection to the assessor named being summoned, 
you must forthwith sign this notice and return it to me. 
Dated this day of Wm. 
Registrar. 
To [the Appellant] 
and [the Respondents}. 
The Appellant [or Respondents} has [or have] no objection to make to 
the above assessor being summoned. 
(Signature.) 


449. 
Nozict or SirrinG 10 HEAR OBJECTIONS TO PRoposED AssEssorR. 
[Order L., Rule 26 (3).} 
[Not to be printed.) 
[Heading as in Form 446.]} 

Take Norice, that His Honour the Judge will on the day 
, 19 , at the hour of in the noon, sit at 
to hear the objections made by 


[state where] 
beiiig summoned to act 


the Appellant [vr Respondents] to Mr. 
as Assessor on the hearing of this appeal. 
Dated this day of ae ws 
Registrar. 
To the [Appellant 
and Lespondents}. 


450. 
Orxver vron Hearing OBsections to Proroskp Assessor. 
[Order L., Rule 26 (3).] 
[Not to be printed.] 
[Heading as in Form 446.] 

Upon the hearing of the objections made by the Appellant [or 
Respondents] to Mr. being summoned to act as an 
Assessor on the hearing of this appeal. 

It is ordered [here insert order] 
Dated this day of 2. 
Reyistrar. 
451. 

Summons To ASSESsoR. 

[Order L., Rule 26 (4).] 

[Not to be printed. 

[Heading as in Form 446.] 

You are hereby summoned to attend and act as an Assessor in this 


noon: and that if you do not | 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock ... nas — see se .-- £400,000 
Debenture Stock we ila ine ae .» £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 


- Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 








Court, on the day of , 19 , at the hour of 
in the noon, to assist the Judge of this Court on 
the hearing of an appeal by 
under the Pilotage Act, 1913, section 28, 
Dated this day of , 19 . 
Registrar. 
To 
of 
452. 
OrvER ON HrarinG or APPEAL, 
[Order L., Rule 29 (2).] 
[Not to be printed.) 
[Zleading as in Form 446.) 
Upon the hearing of the appeal of in this matter 
It is this day ordered that the action of the [here set forth the tide of 
the pilotage authority) in [here set forth the action 
of the authority in the matter which is the subject-matter of the appeal] 


shall be confirmed [or as the case may be] [here set forth the order made 
by the Judge] 
And it is further ordered, that the Appellant [v7 Respondents] do pay 
the costs of the Respondents [vr Appellant] of this appeal, such costs to 
| be taxed by the Registrar under column of the Scales of Costs in 
force in the County Courts, and to be paid by the Appellant [or Respon- 
dents] to the Registrar of this Court within fourteen days from the date 
of the certificate of taxation. 


Dated this day of , 19 
Registrar. 
To [the Appellant] 
and [the Respondents]. 
Part IV. 
ScaLEs or Costs AND ALLOWANCES 10 WYTNESSES. 
(2.) 


Higher Scale. 
Column A. shall be read as if the sums herein specified were inserted 
therein opposite the several items herein specified. 


8. &. £4 & 
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We, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
| Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being Judges of County 
Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating the practice 
of the courts and forms of proceedings therein, having by virtue of 
the powers vested in us in this behalf framed the foregoing Rules and 
Orders do hereby certify the same under ou hands and submit them 
to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
(Signed) Wa. L, Severe 
Wa. Cecmu Spryiy. 
R. WoopFaLt. 
T. C. Grancer 
H. Tinpat ATKINson. 
Approved by the Rules Committee of the Supreme Court, 


(Signed) Kennetu Muir MACKENZIE, 
Secretary. 
I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the lst day of 
June, 1914. (Signed) Haxpane, C. 


The 6th day of April, 1914. 
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Notice. 


PROCEEDINGS BY AND AGAINST Poor Persons. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & 


| 


| 
| 


As the rules of the Supreme Court (Poor Persons), 1914, will come | 


into force on the 9th of June, the first day of the Trinity Sittings, it is 
important to have the names of a sufficient number of Counsel prac- 
tising in all the divisions of the High Court upon the lists by that date. 
Barristers who are willing to have their names entered on the lists, 


| subscriptions from members £3,943. 


| on the State section amounted to only 42 per cent. of the 


either to assist in reporting, or in conducting litigation, or in both, | 


are requested to send their names and professional addresses to the 


Secretary of the London Prescribed Officers (Poor Persons), Room 756, | 


at the Royal Courts of Justice, and in the case of Barristers practising 
on Circuit, to state the Circuit to which they belong, and the District 
Registries, if any, in which they are willing to practise.—W. F. A. 
ARCHIBALD, Chairman of the London Prescribed Officers. May, 1914. 





County Court Fees. 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 
notice of a new Order amending the Treasury Order regulating fees 
in County Courts, dated the 30th day of December, 1903, as amended 
by Treasury Orders dated the Wth day of May, 1907, the.7th day of 
July, 1909, the 15th day of May, 1912, and the 18th day of November, 


1915); and they hereby certify that on account of urgency such Order | 
| received from both branches of the profession would be as great as the 


should come into immediate operation as a Provisional Order. Any 
public body may obtain copies of the draft Order on application to the 
County Courts Department, Whitehall, London, $.W. 

Treasury, 18th May, 1914. 





Societies. 


The United Law Clerks’ Society. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL. 
n The ecighty-second anniversary festival of the United Law Clerks’ 
Society was held on Thursday, the 14th inst., at the Hotel Cecil, the 
Lord Chief Justice taking the chair. Among those present were :— 
Sir Reginald B. D. Acland, K.C., Sir Kenneth A. Muir Mackenzie, 


G.C.B., K.C., Mr. A. J. Walter, K.C., Mr. A Clavell Salter, 
K.C., M.P., Mr. Ernest E. Wild, K.C., Mr. F. P. M. Schiller, 
K.C., Mr. J. A. Hawke, K.C., Mr. J. B. Matthews, K.C., Mr. 


J. A. Compston, K.C., Master Lawford, Master Watkin Williams, 
Master Jelf, Mr. J. H. Gray, Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. Alexander 
Neilson, Mr. R. Mortimer Montgomery, Mr. E. W. Hansell, Mr. H. G. 
Robertson, the Hon. Gerald Rufus Isaacs, Mr. Harry M. Isaacs, Mr. 
B. Van Praagh, Mr. 8. F. St. Jermain Steadman, Mr. Stuart J. Bevan, 
Mr. E. Beaumont, Mr. G. A. Scott, Mr. Clement Locke Smiles, Mr. 
Frank Newbolt, Mr. H. C. Gutteridge, Mr. P. Maurice Beachcroft, 
Mr. Valentine Ball, Sir Thomas Berridge, Mr. R. P. Croom-Johnson, 
and Dr. Younger. 

The loyal toasts having been given from the chair, and duly honoured, 

The Lorp Cuter Justice proposed the toast of the evening, 
** Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ Society.’’ He said that it 
seemed to him that it was only the other day that he was occupying the 
same chair on the same occasion. That was in the year 1911, when 
he was Attorney-General. He remembered well the evening that they 
then spent together, and he was reminded that years passed very 
rapidly when it seemed to him such a very short time ago. But 
he was glad to have the opportunity, during the first year of his 
occupying his present position, of presiding over that great gathering 
in the interests of the society. It was a society which was well known 
tu all present, but he could not help wishing that it were better known 
to the profession generally. It did not importune members of the legal 
profession. It did not advertise itself. It did its work quietly and 
most efficiently, and it supplied a most necessary need among the ranks 
of those who were employed in the profession. He often wondered why 
it was that the society was not composed of very much greater numbers 
than was the case. 
There should be, it seemed to him, a membership composed of all the 
law clerks in London. He could not understand what inducement 
there could be in any other society as compared with the advantages 
of this. He supposed the reason was that many of the law clerks did 
not know sufficiently well the benefits that they would get if they 


belonged to it, and the enormous benefits that they would confer upon | Pier 
“4 . : There se | calling until he had joined the ranks of the society. 


present numbers of members of the bar and of the other branch of the | , - “ 
i | Legal Profession.” He said it was a great profession to which they 


others. The society was the United Law Clerks’ Society. 
profession, and he was quite sure that he was using no exaggerated 
language when he said that not one of them, whatever position he 
might occupy, would have been able to get on so satisfactorily if it 
had not been for fhe enormous assistance he received from his clerk 
or clerks. 
barristers’ clerks, but he had also, he was glad to say, a very large 
acquaintance with solicitors’ clerks. From the moment he joined the 
profession until the present he had always been conscious of the 
advantage and assistance the barristers got from the intimate relations 
that existed between them and their clerks. Those relations continued, 
as a rale, from the beginning of the barrister’s career to the end, even 





to the quiet and serene atmosphere of the judge’s clerk. He did not 
think it necessary to dilate upon the advantages of the society at great 
length. It was one which existed for the benefit of assisting those 
who would require it. It had a very fine income as interest upon 
investments, some 4,600 and odd pounds, and it received from 
It had a section as an approved 
He noticed that the sickness claims 
** expected ”’ 
sickness aceording to. the tables of the Government actuaries. 
That was really remarkably good, because it meant that the 
society was composed of healthy people, who, in spite of the bad atmo 
sphere of the law courts and the late hours that had to be kept, seemed 


society under the Insurance Act. 


| nevertheless not to suffer so much from sickness as the generality of 


mankind. The result of an examination of the figures and of the 
accounts of the society seemed to shew a fact which he would venture 
to impress upon those present—namely, that it must be the greatest 


| advantage to anyone who could become a member of the society, if he 
| had to pay compulsory insurance, to join this particular society. He 


got all the advantage of the splendid health which characterised the 


| lawyers and their clerks, and that meant, naturally, that in the course 
| of time, and of a very short time, he would be able to get even greater 





He was not himself able to supply the reason. | 


He spoke with more familiar and intimate knowledge of | 


when the clerk was translated from the busy existence of the barrister 
\ 


benefits than he could get at the present moment, and equally the fact 
would apply to those who would voluntarily insure that they would 
reap greater advantages from becoming members. He could only. hope 
that the society’s numbers would increase, and that the support it 


society merited it should be, more especially when it was remembered 
that such support was given for the benefit of those who were law 
clerks. All those who were present were members of the legal profession 
in some form, and they were all working at the same kind of labour, in 
different degrees and in different classes ; they were all combined in one 
fine work, which was and must be a satisfaction to those who were 
engaged in it. He knew that sometimes it was the fashion for people 
to gird at lawyers, but he doubted very much whether, on the whole, 
the law would not compare favourably with any other profession. Dur- 
ing what was now a somewhat long lite he had come to the conclusion 
that, for comradeship, for friendship, for true loyalty, he would sooner 
have the legal profession than any profession or band of men brought 
together. They were engaged in daily contests, whether they were 
barristers or solicitors, barrister’s clerk or solicitor’s clerk, and 
throughout it all there was keen competition, acute contests, conflicts 
sometimes which led even to ebullitions of temper; but there was that 
same spirit of respect for each other, of liking for the fair opponent 
who hit hard but hit straight, and of genial pleasure at seeing the men 
around one succeeding in life and making their way. It was a pro- 
fession in which, on the whole, there was less jealousy than anywhere 
else. And he himself, gazing at it now, as he did, from the quieter and 
serener atmosphere in which he passed his time, where he saw the con 
flict going on before him, where he was only a watcher, unable to take 
part in the conflict himself—and his special pleasure was that he was 
now for the first time for many years seeing the whole of the court, 
all the back benches which he never used to see—his interest was 
to watch all the men that he had known at the bar, and then 
to notice the young men who were coming on. It was a delight to 
him to find the young men making their way. Nothing had given 
him greater pleasure than to hear arguments from the young men. 
The greatest satisfaction and pleasure was given to the judge on the 
bench when he saw the younger men moving along, taking the trouble 
to know their cases, to have studied them, to put forward arguments 
which were not only worth listening to, but which required careful 
consideration. To him it was a supreme joy when he found himself 
in a position to pay a well-deserved, real, genuine compliment of 
satisfaction because of the arguments which had been addressed tv 
the court and the manner in which the case had been put forward. 

Mr. Henry Spray (Treasurer) returned thanks. He said that the 
work of the committee during the last three years, owing to the Insur- 
ance Act, had been of an anxious and absorbing character. The Act 
had not affected the original members of the society, who were outside 
it, but it had affected and must affect the recruiting of new members 
for the voluntary section. A large number must necessarily be obtained 
through the State section, and when men’s lives and habits had become 
attuned to the new order of things, the man who sought to evade the 


| making of provision for times of sickness and distress would be looked 


upon as being outside the pale of national and social life. Then the 
society might look forward to a great expansion of the society’s work 
and to the time when it should be considered both by the profession 
and the clerks that no lawyer’s clerk was properly equipped for his 


Mr. A. Cavett Satter, K.C., M.P., proposed the health of ‘ The 


all belonged, and in which he himself had spent twenty-eight years, at 
the end of which time he could very sincerely say that he was prouder 
of being one of his Majesty’s counsel than he was of any other success 
of any kind that he had ever ‘achieved. ‘The Lord Chief Justice had 
referred to the solidarity of the profession, and it had in its ranks 
and amidst the very greatest of the judges men who had passed through 
every grade of the profession, who had been solicitors’ clerks, solicitors, 
barristers, and finally judges. That which was the making of the pro- 
fession in this country and in the great dominions which had sprung 
from us, was the fact that our judges were not as they were in many 
foreign countries, officials from their youth,-tut they were drawn 
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from the leading members of the bar. With regard to the bar, now 
that he could look back at many years spent at it, he was prepared to 
say that, high as the standard had always been at the bar, both of 
ability and conduct, there was an even higher level of ability and even 
higher standard of conduct and style at the present day than there 
was twenty-five years ago. As to barristers’ clerks, their relationship 
with their principals was very close. One fortunate result of the class 
loyalty and cohesion which marked the profession was that they were 
a very strong trade union. One of the requirements which they ought 
to try to get brought about was an early addition to the number of the 
King’s Bench judges. He hoped that before long Parliament might 
see fit to do something in that direction. He was certain that, what- 
ever the members of the profession did, they ought to-base themselves 
upon the principle that the interest of the profession and the interest 
of the public could never conflict, but always must be identical. What 
the public demanded was not a very easy thing to supply, but he 
thought it was possible to do it. They demanded a combination of 
efficiency, of rapidity, and of economy. To supply them with that 
would be the best thing for them and for the profession, and for 
individuals in the profession. 

Mr. Frank NEwBsOotrT returned thanks. 

Mr. A. J. Water, K.C., proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Chairman.”’ 
He said the chairman’s rise had been rapid, and that everybody was 
delighted to see it spoke volumes for the man himself. 

The Lorp Cuter Justice returned thanks. He said he had passed a 
long life at the bar, and would only say of it that, from beginning to 
end, it had been a very happy life. Coming to it, as he did, as an 
absolute stranger, knowing really no one at the bar, he had found, 
almost from the moment when he became a student and a member of 
an inn, that men were taken for what they were, and that it did not 
matter whether a man was known or if he had had a distinguished 
university career, so long as he stood the test imposed by students at 
the bar of being the right kind of man with whom to associate. 
Throughout all that time he did not recall any unpleasant incidents 
among the members of the profession, either of one branch or the other. 
And he could speak with equal pleasure of the whole of the time he had 
spent in the profession. He felt the responsibility of his present posi 
tion. He knew so well, from the time he had spent at the bar, the 
qualities which were expected of a judge, and he strove to maintain 
them. He was now in the position that he could not hear what was 
said of him. He wished he could, and he could not help thinking it 
would do him good. There must be criticism, and he at times fancied 
it would be a useful thing if every judge could know what it was. 
The position of a judge in this country was a great one. He could 
conceive of no higher duty to which a man could be called than to sit 
to adjudicate between rival claimants, either as to property or as to 
matters of character, or even involving the more serious aspect of 
criminal trial. The judge naturally had the greatest power, and, for 
himself, he should strive to maintain the highest reputation of the 
judges, to uphold the traditions of the bench, which were the highest in 
any land in the world, to feel that at last when the end came, when- 
ever it might, that it might be said of him, whatever other criticism 
might be passed, that he never forgot what was due to the position he 
occupied, that he always strove, even though he might not have suc- 
ceeded, to do what was right, and that the comment upon him should 
be that he always laboured to do justice in his position. 

Mr. R. P. Croom-Jonnson proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Trustees and 
Honorary Stewards.” 

Sir R. B. D. Actanp, K.C., responded. 

Mr. Ernest Wi1p, K.C., proposed the health of ‘‘ The Ladies,” to 
which Mr, VaLentine Batt returned thanks. 

Donations were announced amounting to £625, of which £52 10s. was 
contributed by the chairman. 

A programme of incidental music was performed by the band of the 
2nd Life Guards during dinner, and at dessert a selection of vocal 
music was given, under the direction of Mr. Cyril Weller, by Miss 
Violet Oppenshaw, Miss Mabel .Offer, Mr. Warwick Pryce, and Mr. 
William Fisher, Mr. Weller presiding at the pianoforte. 





The Union Society of London. 


The twenty-sixth meeting of the 1913-14 session was held at 3, King’s 
Bench-walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 20th of May, at 8 p.m. Mr. 
Counsell was in the chair. Mr. Enness moved: ‘‘ That the Labour 
Party are largely responsible for the existing dearth of housing accom- 
modation and for the high rent of cottages.’’ Mr. Ambrose opposed. 
There also spoke :—Mr. Willson, Mr. Leigh-Lemon, Mr. Safford, Mr. 
Coote, Mr. Counsell, Mr. Kenny. The motion was carried. 





Gray’s Inn. 


On Thursday, the 14th inst., being the Grand Day of Easter Term at 
Gray’s-inn, the treasurer (the Hon. Mr. Justice Atkin) and the Masters 
of the Bench entertained at dinner the following guests :—The Right 
Hon. Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, the Right Hon. Lord Mersey, the 
Treasurer of the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s-inn (the Right Hon. Lord 
Justice Kennedy), the Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton, the Treasurer of the 
Hon. Society of the-Inner Temple (Mr. J. M. Moorsom, K.C.), Sir 
Thomas Jackson, Bart., R.A., Sir Charles Mathews, K.C.B., the Re- 
corder (Sir Forrest Fulton, K.C.), Sir Owen Seaman, Rear-Admiral 


The purchase of a 


SUN LIFE 
-- B4GANADA 
ANNUITY 


means the Largest Income 
compatible with Safety. 


The income is fixed and secure for life. There 
can be no tampering with the capital, no fall owing 
to trade depression, and the income is known before- 


hand to a penny. 

The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuities and offers 
| better terms than any other First-class Insurance Company. 
|The security is unsurpassed. The Company has enjoyed 
‘and is enjoying unexampled prosperity, and has assets of over 
| £11,300,000 and an income of over £2,900,000. Its undivided 
| surplus is more than One Million Pounds. 

Each year the books and securities of the Sun Life of 
Canada are audited and inspected by the Government of 
|Canada. This examination is an additional and independent 
guarantee of the Company’s sound financial standing. 

There are many forms of “Sun Life of Canada” Annuities. 
There are Ordinary, Joint Life, Deferred, Educational, and 
Annuities with return of Capital guaranteed. 

Particulars of these many forms of Annuities should be in 
the possession of every Legal Adviser. Comparison of the 
rates with those quoted by other Companies will show the 
advantage of dealing with the “Sun Life of Canada,” as, also, 
will examination of the Company’s financial status. Professional 
men will find these Annuities quite tempting propositions for 
personal investment. 
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A. G. H. W. Moore, C.B., C.V.O., Master Archibald, and Mr. Arthur 
Bourchier. The benchers present in addition to the Treasurer were : 

Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., the Hon. Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. W. T. 
Barnard, K.C., the Right Hon. J. H. M. Campbell, K.C., M.P., Mr. 
Herbert F. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Arthur Gill, Mr. Vesey Knox, K.C., Sir 
William Byrne, K.C.V.0., C.B., Mr. J W. McCarthy, Mr. Montagu 
Sharpe, Mr. T. M. Healy, K.C., M.P., Mr. C. Herbert-Smith, Mr 
Henry Winch, Mr. Ivor Bowen, K.C., with the preacher (the Rev. R. J. 
Fletcher, D.D.), and the Under-Treasurer (Mr. D. W. Douthwaite). 








Rights of Way. 


The following is the text of the Public Rights of Way Bill, as 
amended by Standing Committee a, with the prefatory memorandum :- 


MEMORANDUM. 

This measure for simplifying the law relating to the proof of a public 
right of way passed through all its stages in the House of Lords in the 
session of 1911, without opposition, after being referred to a Select 
Committee presided over by Lord Alverstone. It also passed the House 
of Lords in 1913. Owing to want of time it was not considered by the 
House of Commons in either session, 
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Under the law as it now stands a public right of way can only be 
established (apart from express statutory creation) by proof of actual 
dedication by an owner of the land possessed of the entire legal estate, 
or by evidence of user over a sufficiently long period to justify a 
presumption that in the past such an owner must have dedicated the 
way. Cases, however, very frequently occur where there is evidence 
of user throughout the whole period covered by the memory of living 
persons, say forty, fifty, or even seventy years, but where also during 
the same period the land over which the way is claimed has been 
subject to family settlements, successively renewed, so that no owner 
during that long period has been, in the view of the law, in a position 
to dedicate the way to the public. When the existence of family settle 
ments has been established, the judges have differed in their method 
of dealing with cases affecting rights of way. Some of them have held 
that where the evidence goes back as far as the memory of living persone 
extends, juries are entitled to presume that the user was in existence 
long anterior to any existing family settlements, and that consequently 
dedication by someone who had full right to do so might be presumed. 
Others have held that the existence of a family settlement throughout 
the time, testified to by evidence of user, is conclusive against the 
claim unless some evidence, documentary or otherwise, can be produced 
to support the dedication anterior to the settlement. 

It is proposed by the Bill to enact that where evidence is given of 
forty years’ uninterrupted user of a way, the claim of the public shall 
not be defeated by shewing that the land has been in family settlement 
during that period. : 

The law as regards the evidence required to prove a public right of 
way will be assimilated to that affecting a private right of way or ease- 
ment. Under the Prescription Act of 1832, user for forty years of an 
easement, such as a private right of way giving access over another 
man’s land, gives a right which cannot be overthrown by shewing a 
merely limited ownership during that period of the persons in possession 
of the land over which the easement is claimed. 

The provisions of the present Bill in all respects have the same effect 
as the provisions of the Bill which passed the House of Lords last year, 
and it is solely for the purpose of convenient reference that clause 1 
has been divided into sub-sections. 


A Britt (As Amenpep sy Stanptina Commitrrer A) To AMEND THE LAW 
Retatine to Pusric Rrants or Way. 


BE it enacted, &e. 

1. Public use of way for twenty years conclusive that way is a public 
highway.—(1) Where a way upon or over any land has been actually 
enjoyed by the public as of right and without. interruption for a full 
period of twenty years, such way shall be deemed to have been dedicated 
as a highway unless there is sufficient evidence of circumstances existing 
during that period which negative the intention to dedicate such way, 
or unless during such period of twenty years there was not at any time 
any person in possession of such land capable of dedicating such way. 

(2) Where any such way has been enjoyed as aforesaid for a full 

period of forty years such way shall be deemed conclusively to have 
heen dedicated as a highway unless there is sufficient evidence of cir- 
cumstances existing during that period which negative the intention to 
dedicate such way. 
_ (3) A notice by the owner of the land over which any such way passes 
inconsistent with the dedication of the way as a highway, placed and 
maintained after the commencement of this Act, in such a manner as 
to be visible to those using the way, shall, in the absence of proof of a 
contrary intention, be sufficient evidence to negative the intention of the 
person so placing such notice to dedicate such way as a highway. 

(4) In the case of land in the possession of a tenant for a term cf 
years, or from year to year, let on lease, the person for the time being 
entitled to the reversion shall, notwithstanding the existence of any 
such tenancy, have the right to place and maintain such notice as afore- 
said, but so that no injury is done thereby to the business or occupa 
tion of the tenant. 

(5) Each of the respective periods of years mentioned in this section 
shall be deemed and taken to be the period next before the time when 
the right of the public to use a way shall have been brought into ques 
tion by notice as aforesaid or otherwise. 

(6) Nothing in this section contained shall affect any incapacity of a 
corporation or other body or person in possession of land for public o1 
statutory purposes to dedicate any such way where such way would be 
incompatible with such public or statutory purposes. 

(7) For the purposes of this section the expression “land ”’ includes 
land covered with water. 

2. Savings.—Nothing in this Act shall affect any proceedings pending 
at the commencement of this Act, and where in respect of any way a 
court of competent jurisdiction decides in proceedings so pending, or 
has before the commencement of this Act decided, that the way is not 
a highway, this Act shall not apply except as respects enjoyment of the 
way subsequent to the date of the decision. 

3. Saving as to liability in respect of maintenance and repair.— 
Where a way has become a public highway under this Act the owner 
of the land over which the way passes shall not be subject to any 
liability for the maintenance or repair of such way, or in respect of any 
thing arising from neglect to maintain or repair the same, which he 
would not have been subject. to if the way had not been dedicated as a 
publie highway. 

4. Savings for existing law.—Nothing in this Act shall operate to 
prevent the dedication of a way as a highway being presumed or proved 
on proof of user for any less period than twenty years or to prevent 
the dedication of a way as a highway being presumed or proved under 





i 


any circumstances under which it can be presumed or proved at the time 
of the passing of this Act. 

5. Protection of rights.—The person entitled to the remainder cr 
reversion immediately expectant upon the determination of a tenancy 
for life or pur autre vie in land shall have the like remedies by action 
for trespass or an injunction to prevent the acquisition by the public 
of a right of way over such land as if he were in ession thereof, 

6. Saving for local authorities.—Nothing in this Act shall be construed 
as having the effect of imposing on the council of any county, county 
borough, or district, or any other highway authority, any liability for 
the repair of any road which they would not have been liable to repair 
if this Act had not been passed. 

7. Extent of Act.—This Act shall not apply to Scotland, 

8. Commencement of Act.—This Act shall come into operation on the 
first day of June, nineteen hundred and fifteen. 

9. Short title.—This Act may be cited as the Public Rights of Way 
Act, 1914, 








Law Students’ Journal. 


University or Lonpon Inter-Cotteciate Law Stupents’ Socrery.— 
At a meeting held on Tuesday, the 19th of May, 1914, at University 
College (Mr. W. Hussey Griffith in the chair), the subject for debate 
was :—Tupman keeps a savage dog for the protection of his premises. 
The dog formerly belonged to Bill Sikes. One night Sikes breaks into 
Tupman’s premises, and, being discovered by Robert Peel, a policeman, 
lets the dog loose, and sets it on to the policeman, whom it severely 
injures. That Peel can successfully sue Tupman for damages. Mr. 
L. F. Thompson opened in the affirmative, and Mr. H. F. Silverwood 
in the negative. The following members also spoke :—Messrs. P. A. 
Wood, H. P. Wells, G. Cuttle, G. M. Green, R. F. Levy, R. Webster, 
€. Morrison, and O. W. Godwin. The leaders having replied, the 
chairman summed up, and on the motion being put to the meeting, it 
was lost by 12 votes. The proceedings closed with a hearty vote of 
thanks to Mr. Griffith. 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


The Right Hon. Sir Frepertck Porzock, Bart., K.C., has been 
appointed by the Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports to the office of 
Judge of the Admiralty Court of the Cinque Ports, in the place of the 
Right Hon. Arthur Cohen, K.C., who has resigned. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Henry Mitts Baker and Cnartes Biomrretp Freeman, solicitors 
(Baker, Freeman, and Co.), 20, Abchurch-lane, in the City of London, 
and at Oxted, Surrey. April 4. Such business will be carried on in 
the future by the said Charles Blomfield Freeman, under the said style 
of Baker, Freeman, & Co. (Gazette, May 15. 

Grorce Recamnatp Bett and Artuur Svuepen, solicitors (Bell & 
Sugden}, 3 and 4, Thames House, Queen-street-place, London, E.C. 
May 6. The business will be continued at the same address by the said 
Arthur Sugden solely, under the style of Bell & Sugden. a 

FREDERICK ENTWISTLE and FrepekicK ENTWISTLE, the younger, solici- 
tors (F. Entwistle & Son), 83 and 85, Long-street, Middleton, in the 
county of Lancaster. May 1. The said Frederick Entwistle, the 


younger, will continue the said practice under the present style of 
F. Entwistle & Son, [Gazette, May 19. 
——— ae 
General. 


A meeting of the Joint Advisory Committee was held in a Committee 
Room of the House of Commons on Wednesday, Sir C. Nicholson, 
M.P., presiding. Reports were presented from sub-committees on the 
Criminal Justice Administration Bill and the County and Borough 
Councils (Qualification) No. 2 Bill. The Committee acce ted the recom- 
mendation of the sub-committee that in the Criminal Justice Bill the 
sub-section for enforcement of payment of fines and the clause giving a 
magistrates power to order detention for a day in the precincts of the 
court should be omitted. In the County and Borough Councils (Qualifi- 
action) Bill an amendment was approved to extend the qualification to 
any person resident within the county in which the local authority is 


situated. 

At Marlborough-street, on the 14th inst., Hyman Kerman, of Maddox- 
street, Regent-street, was summoned before Mr. Mead for unlawfully 
sending or causing to be sent to the Hon. Bruce Arthur Ashley Ogilvy, 
whom he knew to be an infant, a circular inviting him to borrow 
money. The defendant pleaded “ Guilty.” Mr. William Lewis, who 
prosecuted on behalf of the Director of Public Prosecutions, said that 
the circular complained of was sent to Mr. Ogilvy, who was a cadet 
at the Royal Military College, Sandhurst, on the 18th of March. By 
the rules of the college Mr. Ogilvy was bound to report the matter 
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to his superior officer, and he did so, with the result that the Public 
Prosecutor was communicated with. Mr. H. D. Roome, for the defence, 
said that the defendant wished to express his regret for what had 
happened. He had carried on business in Lancashire since 1902 as a 
money-lender without complaint, and about six months ago opened a 
branch in London, which was managed by his son. The defendant 
knew nothing whatever about this circular, and had. not the slightest 
knowledge that it had been sent to Mr. Ogilvy. Mr. Mead imposed a 
fine of £20, with two guineas costs, and said he wished it to be 
ame that imprisonment in such cases had not become a dead 
etter. 


Alderman James Batten Winterbotham, of Cranley Lodge, Wellington- 
square, Cheltenham, solicitor, a county alderman, and a prominent 
Liberal, left estate valued at £90,905 gross, with net personalty £82,006. 
He directed that his usual subscriptions for religious, charitable or 
political objects should be paid for the year current at his decease, and 
left £100 to his ‘‘ faithful family nurse,"’ Mary Ann Bartlett, and 
£100 to each of his children and the children of his brothers and sisters 
to purchase a memento ‘‘as a permanent and distinctive memorial of 
me.” 

Sir Henry Rawlins Pipon Schooles, of Queensmead, Farnborough, 
Hants, Chief Justice of Gibraltar since 1905, formerly Attorney-General 
of the Leeward Islands, of British Honduras, of Grenada, and of 
Jamaica, left estate of which the net personalty has been sworn at 
£27,384. He left all his property to his wife for life, with remainder 
to his daughters in equal shares. Like so many eminent lawyers, says 
the Times, Sir Henry was unable to make satisfactorily his own will, 
and before the will was admitted to probate an affidavit was required 
from one of the attesting witnesses as to certain interlineations therein. 


A case arising out of the dispute between the farmers and labourers 
on Lord Lilford’s estate was heard at Oundle County Court on Monday, 
says the 7'imes, when George Hankins, farmer, of Thorpe, applied for 
an order for the recovery of possession of a cottage occupied by Walter 
Chambers, a labourer and a trade unionist. The plaintiff’s case was 
that, having been given a fortnight’s notice on the 3rd of April to cease 
work and a fortnight’s notice on the 4th of April to leave the cottage, 
Chambers was still in possession. For Chambers it was contended that 
a month’s notice was necessary. Judge Wheeler said that in agricul- 
tural industry a cottage invariably went with a man’s labour, and as 
there was no evidence of a special contract Chambers must give up 
possession of the cottage in a fortnight. Chambers is reported to be 
the first trade unionist to receive such notice, and the case was generally 
regarded as a test case. 

In the House of Commons, on the 14th inst., Mr. W. Thorne asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he could state ‘‘the value 
of the property that paid death duties for the financial year 1913-14: 
the number of adults that died; the number that died that belonged 
to one-third of the property ; the number that belonged to two-thirds ; 
and the number of adults that died without any property that was 
worth taking the trouble to pay a few shillings to obtain authority of 
the Inland Revenue to be legally dealt with.’? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Mr. Lloyd George): The statistics for the financial year 
1y¥13-14 are not yet complete, and I am therefore only able to give 
approximate figures. The number of adults who died in the year was 
about 452,000, of whom about 340,000 left so little property that legal 
authority to deal with it was not sought. The value of the property 
that paid death duties in that year was £299,472,700, of which 
£205,682,365, in estates above £10,000, was owned by 4,417 persons. 
and £93,790,335, in estates below £10,000 was owned by 87,281 persons. 


Before the Divisional Court, in the case of Hans v. Graham, last 
Monday, The appellant appealed against a conviction of having 
described himself as a patent agent in contravention of section 84 of 
the Patents and Designs Act, 1907. The appellant had the words 
**Patent Agency”’ affixed to his window. The court held, on the 
authorities, that this either described the work done or the place where 
it was done, but did not describe the appellant as a patent agent, and 
allowed the appeal. Mr. Justice Rowlatt expressed regret that a 
breach of the Act could be so nearly approached without its being 
actually committed. 


The question of workmen’s houses and model dwellings was, says the 
ZY'imes, discussed at the Imperial Health Conference, promoted by the 
Victoria League, in the Imperial Institute, South Kensington, on Tues- 
day. Mr. Herbert Samuel said that, largely as a result of housing re- 
form, the death rate had been reduced during the last twenty years by 
one-third—one of the most remarkable achievements of social effort that 
the history of any country could record within so brief a period. There 
were 224 town planning schemes already under way. Unhappily, how- 
ever, town planning schemes were not always adopted in the areas where 
they were most needed. No aspect of the problem was of greater im 
portance than that which touched facilities of transit, and the im 
portant thing was to spread out the urban population in a circle. He 
said that the Board of Trade was now actively engaged in an inquiry in 
various typical cities into the question of transit facilities. The Govern- 
ment proposed, when that inquiry was complete, to set free by legisla- 
tion the hands of local authorities to secure that the outskirts should 
be properly connected with the inner portions of the towns, so that the 
housing could be spread out while business remained concentrated. 
‘* Parliament will be asked,”’ he said, in conclusion, ‘‘to decide that 
town planning should not merely be limited to those localities in which 
there happens tobe an enlightened and progressive local council. Town 


planning should be made obligatory. The powers of the Town Planning 
Act should be extended universally, and any authority which neglected 
to avail itself of its powers should be regarded as not performing 
efficiently its functions of local government, and steps should be taken 
in respect of that authority accordingly.’’ Mr. Charles Bathurst, M.P., 
said that Conservatives were as sensible of the importance of improving 
housing accommodation as Liberals. Government intervention was all 
very well, but he hoped it would be directed to supplement and not to 
-kill private enterprise in housing. 








Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Pepper announce that since their auction 
they have disposed of the improved ground rent of £500 secured upon 
the Duke of York’s Theatre, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., and also the 
detached leasehold residence known as ‘‘The Hollies,’’ Bromley 
Common, at satisfactory prices. 








Wry Pay Rent’ Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the ScortisH TEMPERANCE Lirg ASSURANCE Co. (Lim1Tep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, F.C., and 312, Brixton-hill,8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford” is probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extremely interesting booklet containing illus- 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturerm 
William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. RoTa. No. 1 Joyor. WARRINGTON. 
Monday May 25 Mr. Church Mr. Borrer Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday .... 26 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Kloxam 
Wednesday .. 27 Syne Goldschmidt Church Farmer 
Thursday .... 23 Jolly Farmer Greswell Church 
Friday — Bloxam Church Jolly Greswell 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. NEVILLE, SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday May 25 Mr. Synge Mr. Greswe'l Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday .... 26 Borrer Church Greswell Synge 
Wednesday .. 27 Jolly Leach Borrer Bloxam 
Thursday .... 28 Bloxam Borrer Synge Goidschmidt 
Fr day ‘ia a Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 





The Whitsun Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 30th day of May, 1914, and 
te: minate on Tuesday, the 2nd day of June, 1914, inclusive. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 








May 25.—Mesers. Marter & Manrvese, at the Mart, at 1: Residence (see advertise- 
ment, page iv this week). : 

May 26—Juane 9, 30.--Messrs, Desenaam, Tewson & Carwnock, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freebold and Leasehold Estates and Investments (see advertisement, page ii this week) 

May 26—Messra. Harrops, Lrp., at the Mart, at 2: A newly-erected Residence (tee 
advertisement, bac page, April 25). 

May 28, June 4, 11.—Mersre. Stimson & Sows, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 
Leasehold Properties (ses adverti-ement, page iii this week). 

May 28.—Messrs. Rpwin Fox, Burwerr & Kappeiey, at the Mart, at 2: Freehcld 
Gronnd Renta (sre advertisement, page iv this week). 

May 28, June 18.—Messrs. Martz & Co, at the Mert, at 2: Freehold Residential 
Estate, Freehrld Propertves and Investments (eee advertisement, paze iv this week). 

June 3, 10, 16, 24.—Messrs. Hampton & Sons, at the Murt, at 2: Freehold Estates and 
Pr vperties ‘see advertisement, front page, this week). 

June 12.—Messrs. Gaern & Bons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents (-ee 
advertiaemen s, page iv this week). 

June 16, July 21.—Messrs. Danixt Saurte, Son & Oaxuey, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Katates (see advertisement, page xiv this week). 

June 23,—Mesers, Daiver, Jonas & Co,, at Ashford: Farms, &c. (see advertiseizent, 
page iii this week). 

June 29.—Mesers. Kems.ey, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investments (see advertise 
ment, page iii this week). - : 

July let.—Messrs, Driver, Jowas & Co., in conjunction with Messrs. Harpise & Som 
at St. Albans, at 3: Frechold Estate, Farme, &c. (cee advertisement, page iti this week). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Policies, &c. 


Messrs. H. E. Fostxr & Cranrieip held their usual Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of theee interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 
following lotsa were sold, at the prices mentioned :— 

POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for £2,000. eo ee es - Sold £1,560 


REVERSION toOnethirdof £1,020 .. «2 3) tO) aso 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for £7,600 .. wg gg ton 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-fifth of Freehold Property .. £125 
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Winding-up N otices. 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 15. 


ALBERT ROAD EMPIRE (FARNWORTH), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 
80, to send their names and addressee, and the particulars of th-ir debts or claims, to 
Sampson & Price, 1, Priucess st, Manchester, solors to the liquidator 

CARDIFF CANDLE MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on Or before June 2 to send their Lames and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to A. Frauk Hill, 27, High st, Cardiff, solor for 
liquidators 


| 


G. & T. CowaRp, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, tosend their names | 


and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Willian Roberts 
Miller, 8, Harrington st, Liverpool, liquidator 

LETCHWORTH RvuBBER Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Robertson, 4, Broad st pl, liquidator. 

MYALLS AND PEAK HILL GOLD MInzEs, LtpD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thir debts or claims, 
to L. C. Lawson and F. W. Webb, 377, Salisbury House, London Wall. 

MINTO MILL, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars oftheir debts and claims, to W. W. Brierley, 24, Clegg 
st, Oldham, liquidator. 

NEWPORT ROLLING MILLS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
names and a‘dress-s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. George 
Bennett, Naacarrow, Royal Exchange, Middlesbrough, liquidator. 

J. G. W. M. SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
mr. Duncan Frederi’k Basd6n, 33, St. Swithin’s In, liquidator. 

West CARBERY COPPER ESTATES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to 
send in their names and addresses, »nd particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
Jonathan Foster, 37, Walbrook, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirsp in CnANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 19. 


AHAMA TOBACCO AND RUBBER FsTATES, LTD.—Creditors ‘are required, on or before 
June 17, to send their na~es and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Frederick Cyril Jenkins, 138, Salisbury House, London Wall, liquidator. 


THE CAVALIER WEATHERPROOF Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
K. Trafford Chesworth, 17, Brazennose st, Manche ster, liquidator. 


FIRTH BARBER & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 13, to send in 
ther names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr, 
Frederick R. Petty, Bradfor District Bank Cambrs, Keighley, liquidator. 

SHARK GRIP TILING Co (1910), LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
to send their names ani addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Maurice 
0. Beale, 4, London Wall blégs, liquidator. 

SIDNEY STRAKER AND SQUIRE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Robert Grace, Speacer House, South pl, Finsbury pymt, liquidator, 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 15. 


Hodgson & Co, Ltd. 


Watson Brothers, Ltd. 
Superb Laundries, Ltd. 


G. A. White & Co, Ltd. 
Turner Bros. & Co (Birmingham), Ltd, Charles Slater & Co, Ltd. 

British Trust Corporation, Ltd. Palace Theatres, Kettering, Ltd 
Day's, Ltd. Luna Film (London), Ltd. 

G. Brace & ‘Co, Ltd. Lidstone, Castle & Co, Ltd. 


June 8, | 


| Minto Mill, Ltd. 


BLEAZARD, 


Hove Electric Lighting Co, Ltd. 
Croydon Coffee Tavern (o, Ltd. 
The Lilieana Syndicat, Ltd. 
Kwang Syndicate, Ltd. 


Quorn Central Land Co, Ltd. 


River Piate Fresh Meat Co, Ltd. 
The Newport Rolling Mills, Ltd. 
Pelham Club Co, Ltd. 


London Gazette,—TUESDAT, May 19. 


Northern Wireless Schools, Ltd. White Bros (Leeds), Ltd. 
Isherwoud and Green, Ltd. G. W. M. Syndicate, Ltd. 


Smyrna Kank, Ltd. Synthetic Textiles, Lud. 

The Atoz Manufa turing Co, Ld. Ahama 

Church Stret’ on Entertainments, Ltd. Ltd. 

Bolshaw Bros. |.td The Ballast Dredger Owners, Ltd. 

Charles Issacs, Ltd. Hampshire Hat and Cap Manufacturing 

Austro-Hunga*ian Z.1.G. Taxi-Cab Co, Ltd. Jo, Ltd 

A. A. Hadley & Co, Ltd. County Thestres, Ltd. 

Canadian Canning Co, Ltd. Hotel Bedford (Paris) Ltd. 

W. Light, Son & Co, Lid. Sidney Straker & Squire, Ltd. 

The Malls and Peak Hill Gold Mines The Manningham K: lier Rink, Ltd. 
(1914) Ltd. The Eastleigh Electric Theatre, Ltd. 


Tobacco and Rubber Estates, 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette~TUESDAY, May 12. 
Tow Law, Durham June 1L Westzarth v 


MADDISON, MARY, Royal George Hotel, 
Joouglas, Crook, Durham 


Maddison and Milburn, Astbury, J 


London Gatette.—FRIDAY May 15. 


EMMINS, CHARLES DANIEL, Crawford st, Baker st, Builder June 17 Martin, Earle & 
Co (Ltd) v Emmins and Another, Sargant, J Cawley, Arundel st, Strand 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciatm. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 15. 


ANGLIN, FRANCIS, Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne, June 1 White, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

ANSELL, Henry, Duncan ter, Islington June 30 Mote & Son, Gray's inn sq 

BALL, HARRIECIE, Edgbaston. Birmingham June 30 Lee & Co Birmingham 

BALL, Dame Louisa, Westbourne grove, Bayswater, June 30 Plaskitt & Co, Copthall 
avenue 

BANFIELD, FRANCIS, Bridgwater, Farmer June1l Ruscombe & Co, Bridgwater 

BANGHAM, ELIZABETH, Handsworth, Birmingham June 24 Wood & Co, Birmingham 

BELLYSE, JANE, Audlem, Chester June 15 Bellyse & Smith, Audlem 

BENZECRY, RAPHAEL, luverness ter, Bayswater June 15 Lindo & Co, 
bury cir 

JAMES 
Clitheroe 

BOND, JoSEPH HowroyD, Broadmoor Asylum, Berks July 31 

BRADSHAW, OSWALD MOSLEY, Merrow, Guildford June 24 
inn fields 

BRAGGER, HENRY WILLIAM, Laiadon, Essex Juneill Snow & Co, Great St Thomas 
Apostle 

BROCKLEBANK, Dame AGNES LyDIA, 
James’ sq 

BURROUGHS, JAMES EDWARD GODFREY, late of the Wiltshire Regiment June15 Strick- 
land & Fletcher, Bristol 

Canvas, ARCHIE, Parkdale, Manitoba, Canada, Farmer Buckell & Drew, 
Newport, Isle of Wight 


West st, Fins- 


Lewis, Bashall Eaves, Yorks, Farmer July 1 Baldwin & Co 


Robins & Co, Strand 
Holloway & Co, Lincoln's 


Lankester, Charles st, St 


Leicester June 15 


June 15 
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D1amMonpD, Emma, Compton rd, Canonbury Jone 1 Beckingsale & Co, Copthall av 

DOUTHWAITE, JANE, Reverley, Yorks June 20 Hobson, Beverley 

FGGENSCHWILER, JOSEPH EMILE, Manchester June 15 A&G W Fox, Manchester 

Fitz, SARAH KATE, Bournemouth June 14 Ball & Co, Stroud, Glos 

FRANKELING, GEORGE, High rd, Tottenham, House Furnisher June 20 Burrows, | 
tottenham | 

GIBSON, EDWARD, Lesbury, Northumberland, Farner June 24 Dees & Thompson, ! 
Newcastle upon Tyne | 

Goerst, Henry, Conisb ‘rough, Yorks, Firm*r ‘Juns 24 Allen, Doncaster | 

HAWKINS, HANNAH, Oxford Junel Fisher, Banbury 

HEMPSALL, ThOoMAS, Kirton, Nottingham, Farmer July 1 Mee & Co, Re ford | 

HeSKETH, PoLtre. Manchester June 16 Field & Cunningham, Manchester | 

HODGKINSON, ELIZABETH, Sheffield Jone 17 Styring & Sons, Sheffield 

Hopeson, JOHN THOMAS, Greenwich June 15 Fenn, New Bridge st | 

HUDSON, CHARLOTTE ELIZABETH, SouthendonSea June 24 Wool & Co, Southend | 
on Sea | 

JORDISON. HENRY APPLEBY, Manchester June 27 Aston & Co, Manchester | 

KEENE, JAMES, St Michael's rd, Bowes Park, Middlx Jun> 13 
Fenchurch st 

KELLY, THOMAS, West Derby, nr Liverpo>l, Farm Labourer July 15 Layton & Co. 
Liverpool 

LEECH, ROBERT, Withington, Lancs, Dairyman June 17 Fielding, Withington 

LowEK, CHARLOCTE, Lower Tranmere, Chester June 15 Ballard, Hare ct, Inner 
Temple 

MARKS, HANNAH,Su'herland av, Maida Vale June 15 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall st { 

NATION, WILLIAM HAMILTON CODRINGTON, Queen's gt June 9 Dunn & Baker, | 
Exeter 

NICHOLS, MARY ANN, Brighton June 13 St-ickland, Southampton et, B'oom shury | 

PACKY, SIDNEY Gerard rd, Barnes, Builder June 24 Fover & C», Essex st, Strand | 

PARHAM, ELIZABETH, Fareham, 8 .uthampton June 13 Gillson, Fareham 

PEAKE, JoserH, Ecclesha'l, Staffs June 16 Sproston & Son, Newcastle, Staffs 

PHILLIPS, MARTHA Dyson, Aberdeen ct, Maida Vale June 29 Potter & Co, Quen | 


Mallinson, 


Victoria st 
PvuGH, MILLICENT, Clydach-on-Tawe, Glam June15 Wood, Swansea 
Quick, ANN, Higher Walton,nr Preston Junel Craven & Son, Preston 
RkeED, WALTER, Lyndhurst rd, Fdmonton June 20 Burrows, Tottenham iy 
ROLF, AGNES EVERILDA NEVILLE, Bath June24 Gisby & Sm, Ware, Herts H 
SEWELL CLARE ARNOLD. Southport Jone 15 W R& W Ascroft, Preston 
SMALLWOOD, THOMAS, Manche ter, Fisiand Gam> Dealer Jun216 Field & Cunning | 
ham, Manches‘ er 
SMITH, EMMA, Hereford June16 Wa lis, Hereford 
SaNGEANT, FLORENCE DE, Doughty st June15 James, Plymouth 
SMITH, RICHA®’D, Tottenham June 20 Burro rs, Tottenham | 
Stocks, MARY, Halifax Jun: 20 Dey, Halifax 
gToTT, DAVID, Elland, Yorks, Innkeeper June17 Garsed, Elland 
SWATMAN, WILLIAM, Lardour, Bengal June30 Partridge & Co, King's Lynn 
TAVENER, ARTHUR, Hurling iam ct, Fulham June24 Blount & Co, Albemarle st 
TAYLOR, MARY ANN JANE, Cidoxton-avenue, Stanford Hill June 20 Burrows 
Tottenham 
THOMPSON, GRACB, Hambleton, Lancs June 2 Kein, Pleetwood 
TILLARD, JOHN, Bath June 13 Schwabacher, Gresham-house 
TOWLE, JouN ANDREW, Birkda'e, Southp rt, June 30 Tallent-Bateman, Manchester 


WATHEW, MARY, Wandsworth, Birmingham June 24 Wood & Co, Birmingham 

Warpp, ELISABETH, Prestwich, Lancs June6 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Warp, JANE, Prestwich, Lancs June 6 Grundy & Co, Ma:chester 

WILLIAMSON, WILLIAM CHARLES, May st, West Kensington June 24 Blount & Co, 
Albemarle st 

Woo.cort, ELIZABETH ANNE, Palace gdns terrace, Kensirgton June 24 Emmet & Co, 
Bloomsbury &q 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, May 19. 


ALLEN, ISABEL, Eastbourne June 50 Hunter & Lawford, Coleman st 
ATKINS, ELLEN MARIAN, Crouch End June 5 Woodcock, Holborn 


BADGER, ELIZABELH DALTON, Clacton on Sea June 30 Pakeman & Co, Iron 
monger In | 
BALLARD, WILLIAM JounN, Wadhurst, Sussex June 10 Andrews & Bennett, Wadhurst 





BODELL, EYAN JonES, Walton, Liverpool June 30 Pemberton, Liverpool 





—«- ; | bradwel', Derby, Clothing Manufacturer June 30 Irons 
Sheme 

BROOK, JAMES HENRY, Dewsbury, Wool Buyer June15 Wooler & Co, Leeds 

CARROLL, Lucy, Adderbury, Oxford Juneé Fisher, Banbury 

CHESTE®, PAULA, Cheltenham June 16 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

CLAY, ELiza Mary, Colchester, Essex June1l9 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 
CLEMINSON, JAMES WILLIAM, Hull. Insurance Agent June 15 Reed, Hull 

COPLAND, JULIA MCLEAN, Ealing June24 E, F & H Landon, New B-idze st 
CORBISHLEY, Rev ROBERT, Southport June 30 Bolton & King, Southport 


' CROCKEIT, SaRAH ANN, Lethbridge rd, Lewisham Muy 11 Burton & Son, Bank 


chmbr-, olackfri«rs rd 

DAVEY, ALFRED WARD, Whetstone, Middix June 26 Pollock & Co, LincIn’s inn 
flelds 

Driver, THOMAS, Plumstead, Kent June 3) Hughes & Co, Woolwich 

Feurx, Mary JAn2@, Warlock rd, Paddington Jun224 Pearce & Nivholla, Clement's 

inn 

Frereuson, GEorGE, Carlisle June27 Errington & Son, Carlisle 

FISHWICK, ANNIE, Slyne with Het, Lancs June 23 Hall & Co, Lancaster 

ForD, JAMES RIXON, Boscombe, Hants June 22 Jones, Chancery In 

GRAREY, WILLIAM JAMEs, Poplar, Mariner June 25 Gower, Tunbridge Walls 

GLASZMANN, JULIE, Clevedon, Som2rset Juve 24 Tanner & Clarke, Bristol 

Guerst, Tom, Hemsworth, Yorks June 20 Scholefield & Scho!efisld, Hemsworth, nr 
Wakefizld 

HEWITT, ARTHUR LIFFORD, Strand on the Green, Chiswick, Solicitor June 24 He witt 
& Chapman, Nicholas In 

HIpDINGH, ELtzi LILIAN, Hendon Jane 24 Burchell & Co, Victoria st, West- 
minster 


Jacons, GEORGE, P.umstead, Kent June 30 Hughes & Co, Woolwich 


Kay, JonuNn, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Gardener June 27 Scholes & Co, Manchester 


LANE. AMELIA ANN, Weston super Mire June 24 Dickinson & Sons, Weston super 
Mare 


Lerecu, JosEPH JOHN, Plumstead, Kent, Butcher June 30 Hughes & Co, Woolwich 
LIND, FLORENCE, Exmouth June 20 Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray's inn 
LOWMAN, JOHN JAMES, New Cross rd June 12 Oliver & Nutt, Coleman st 
MARSHALL, Betsy, Hastings June 20 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 
MITCHELL, HARRIETT, Knapwell, Cambridge June 15 Wooler & Co, Leeds 


NATION, WILLIAM HAMILTON CODRINGTON, Rockbeare, Devoa June 9 Dunn & Baker, 
Exeter 


NEWCOMBE, JANE Mary, Long Clawson, Leicester June 21 Latham & Co, Melton 
Mowbray 


NOBLE, CHARLES EtveRY, Totteuham June-24 Burrows, Tottenham 

PHILLIPS, CHARLES TRUSCOTT, Exeter June 30 Tyler, Clement’s inn 

PHILLIPS, Major General THOMAS, Ashenhurst Hal!, near Leek, Staffa July 31 Hacker 
& Alle, Leek, Staffs 

Pim, HERBERT LISrER, Blackrock, Dublin June 30 Withers & Co, Arundel st 

PLUMER, CHARLES GEORGE, Cheltenham July1 Earengey & Pruen, Chelte..ham 

Prick, JoserH, West Kirby, Chester June 30 Quinn & Co, Liverpool 

RIDEHALGH, ROBERT, Colne, Lancs, Joiner June 20 Waddington, Buraley 

R BERTSON, APHRA HARRIET‘E HUMBLE, Camb.idge gdus, Notting Hill June 15 
Gregson, 8t James’ st 

ROBERTSON, GEORGE, MD, Fe nheadrd June 30 Tyler, Clement's inn 

ROWLEY, SARAH ANN, Chelmsford, Essex June 20 Braby & Wal-er, Arundel st, Strand 

SHERMAN, SARAH,Southsea June 30 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 

SKILLEN, ANN, Southsea, Hants June 19 Talbot-Palmer, Gosport 

Sovrmans, MARGARET FARE, Newport, Mon May 20 Keenlyside & Forster, Newcastle 
on ne 

SPURR, Aone Sale, Chester June 20 Nuidin & Coomb:+, Manchester 

WALKER, ELLEN, Stockport, Cheshire June 16 James, Swansea 

WATKINSON, ELIZABETH, Bridlington July1 Watkinson, York 

WatTsoN, LovISA MARIA, Camberley June 26 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 


Wieser, M SAM, Brussels, Belgium June 19 Ingle & Co, Capel House, New 
Broad st 


WILBRAHAM, MARY JANE, Northwich, Cheshire June5 Ellerton & Wilbraham, Birk- 
beck Bank chmbrs, High Hvulborn 


WRIGHT, CONSTANCE MAR”, Spridlington, Lincoln June27 Meade & Co, Bristol 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


aa, MOORGATE! 


SrREET, LompDvow, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 

APPhY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


application. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, May 12. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


BAKER, JAMES DEAR, Harwich, Baker Colchester Pet 
May9 Ord May 9 

BATES, HIRAM WALKER, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
May 8 Ord May 8 

BRITTON, HARRY FRAZER, Newington Green parade, 
ee Agent High Court Pet Mar 13 Ord 

ay 7 

Brown, HERBERT JOB, Reading, Tobacconist Reading 
Pet April21 Ord May8 

COOPER, ANDREW, Leeds, Wholesale Confectioner Leeds 
Pet Mar 23 Ord Ma 

COULSON, LEONARD, Pudsey, Yorks, Wool Merchant 
Bradford Pet April17 Ord May 7 

COULTHARD, JOHN. Stockton on Tees, Builder Stockton 
onTees Pet May 7 Ord May 7 

DAVIES, GEORGE, Rock Ferry, Chester, Export Agent 
Birkenhead Pet Mar 27 Ord May 7 

EVANS, WILLIAM, Aberdare, Tailor Aberdare Pet May 7 
Ord May 7 

GOLDSWORTHY, WILLIAM, Dawlish, Haulier Exeter Pet 
May 7 Ord May7 

GRaATY, WALTER, Bromley, Kent, Builder Croydon Pet 
May7 Ord May 7 

HARRIS, SAMUEL, Exeter, Hairdresser Exeter Pet May7 
Ord May 7 

HASLAM, FRANK, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet May 
7 Ord May 7 

HOWARTH, GEORGE HARROLD, Smallbridge, Rochdale, 
Manufacturing Veterinary Chemist Rochdale Pet 
May7 Ord May 7 

Hurst, JAMES WYNDHAM, New Milton, Southampton, 
Farmer Southampton Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

JONES, OWEN, Lianffinan, Anglesey, Farmer Bangor Pet 
May8 Ord May8 ~~ 

LAND, WILLIAM Henry, Sheffield, Shopfitter Sheffield 
Pet Mav9 Ord Mav 9 

LEWIS, JACK, Gateshead Draper Newcastle upon Tyne 
Pet Aprill7 Ord May 8 

MASON, LEWI3 EDWARD, York, Dealer in Musical Goods 
York Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

MATTHEWS, WILLIAM JOHN, Ystrad, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet May8 Ord May 8 

ORWIN, JOHN, Mansfield, Boot Manufacturer Nottingham 
Pet May 8 Ord May8 

PHILLIPS, HARDMAN, Liverpool, Butcher Liverpool Pet 
Mayl1 Ord May 8 

PHILLIPS, SYDNEY, High rd, Kilburn, Bookseller High 
Court Pet Mar3t Ord May 8 

POULTON, ARTHUR JOSEPH and CHARLES SELBY POULTON, 
Falmouth, Portable The:tre Managers Truro Pet 
May 7 Ord May7 

PRESTON, JOHN, Wickersley. nr Rotherham, Builder 
Sheffleid Pet April 20 Ord May 8 

Pryor, JOHN Morris Langford lieds Carpenter Be iford 
Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

RENNEBARTH, ARNOLD NATHANAEL Lambollé-rd Hamp- 
stead High Court Pet Mar 6 Ord May 7 

Risy, HARRY Hatton Buscel, Yorks Tailor Scirborough 
Pet May 5 Ord May 8 

SEaGO, THOMAS Norwicn Norwich Pet May 8 Ord May 8 

Simons, HAROLD Ripple, Worcestershire Market Gardener 
Cheltenham Pet May 9 Ord May 9 

WYMONDE, THOMAS HERBERT Broad st House High Court 
Pet Mar5 Ord May 7 


Lendon Gazette—FRIDAY, May 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AINLEY, RAYMOND, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Bradford 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

ALLsopP, A P, Markham sq, HighCourt Pet Mar 23 
Ord May 12 

BaRCLAY, JAMES, Rotherhan, Electro Plate Manufac- 
turer Shefficli Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

BELL, JAMES, Kingston, Surrey, Solicitor croydon Pet 
Jan 22 Ord May 12 

BOND, ERNEST, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet May 13 OrJ 
May 13 

Baownow, HENRY R, St. George's rd, Eccleston sq 
High Court Pet Jan2 Ord May 5 

CALEY, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Provision Merchant Liver- 
pool Pet April29 Ord May 13 

CHAPMAN, H J, Kettering, Boot Manufacturer North- 
ampton Pet April 28 Ord May 12 

CHEESBROUGH, JOHN ERNEST, Hambleton, Yorks, Butcher 
Yor« tet Mav12 Ord May 12 

CLARK, WALTER ROBERT. Cnelsham rd, Clapham, Corn- 
factor High Court Pet May7 O:d May9 

COLLINS, PATRICK, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Cullier Labourer 
Aberdare Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

COMPTON, SPENCER, Overton, Wilts, Famer Swindon 
Pet May 12 Urd May 12 

CROSSLAND, PERCY RICHARD, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal 
Exporter Kingston-upon-Hull Pet May 12 Ord 
May 12 

DAVIES, DavID, Gorseinon, Glam, Colliery Mason Swansea 
Pet Mav 12 Ord May 12 

Davigs, Davip THOMAS, Reading, Stores Manager 
Reading Pet May lz Ord May 12 

Dings, LEWIS GARNETT, Wrexham, Commercial Clerk 
Wrexham Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

Dopps, FRED GUNSON, Manchester, Butcher Manchester 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 . 

Epwakbs, JoHN THoMAS, and THOMAS LLOYD, Maesteg, 
Giam, Builders Cardiff Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
ELLIS, DAVID CADWALADR, Criccieth, Painter Portmadoc 

Pet May 11 Ord May 11 
EVANS, RACHEL, and ANNE |EVANS, Lianfihangel-ar-arth, 
— Carmarthen Pet April 30 Ord 
ay 11 





GAUNT, BEN OSWALD, Hoylandswa‘ne, nr Penistone, Yorks: 
Farmer Barnsley Pet May 138 Ord May 13 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM, Clydach Vale, Glam, Underground 
Haulier Pontypridd Pet May 12 Ord May lz 

HARRISON, STEPHEN, Burnley, butcher Burnley Pet 
May 1l Ord May 11 

HvuGHES, DANIEL, Abercwmboi, Aberdare, Cvlliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May12 Ord May 12 

HUNTER, GEORGE HargrissoN, Ashford, Kent Canterbury 
Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

JENNINGS, JAMES INGRAM, Keighley, Hatter Bradford 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 ~ 

KEEPING, WALTER JAMES, Christchurch, Oil and Hard. 
ware Merchant Poole Pet May 11 Ord May il 

LAING, WILLIAM JOHN, Bromley, Kent, Coal Merchant's 
Manager Croydon Pet May1l Ord May 1: 

LIistER Bros, Crook, Durham, Builders Durham Pet 
April 20 Ord May 11 

MASTERS, ALFRED, Lilansamiet, Glam, Grocer Swansea 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

MIDDLETON, MARK Westcott, Oakford, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet May9 Ord May9 

OvurRoussoFF, Prince 8, Half Moon st, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet Feb 17 Ord May 13 

PANDRY, ALBERT, Riffel rd, Cricklewood High Court 
Pet Marl0 Ord May 13 

PARSONS, JOHN GEORGE, Lincoln, Secretary toa Limited 
Company Lincoln Pet May2 Ord May 12 

POOLE, GEORGE, Barton on Humber, Tinsmith Great 
Grimsby Pet Mayil Ord May li 

RACKHAM, ROBERT ARTHUR, Barnes, Motor Engineer 
Wandsworth Pet April 20 Ord May 13 

REES, JOHN HERBERT, Holyhead, Painter Bangor Pet 
Miy 11 Ord May 11 

RoBERTS, CLAUD HAMILTON LEWIS CRANMER, Oxf rd, 
Tutor Bangor Pet May13 Ord Miy 13 

ROBERTSON, DavVID, Selby, Yorks, Watchmaker York 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Rogers, CHARLES HENRY, Swansea, Architect Swansea 
fet May 13 Ord May 13 

Scott, GEORGE, Folkingham, Lincs, Motor Engineer 
Peterborough Pet May 8 Ord May 12 

STEVENS, ROBERT, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Inn Keeper 
Taunton Pet Mayl1 Ord May i1 

TINLINE, CONSTANCE MARIE, Teigumouth Exeter Pet 
Mayl Ord May 12 


VICKEKS, ARTHUR HEDLEY, Colwyn Bay, Vanman Banzor 
| 


Pet May12 Ord May 12 
WILTSHIRE, ALFRED, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet May11 Ord May 11 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AINLEY, RAYMOND, Bradford, Stuff Merchant 
at1l Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

ALLsopP, A P, Markhamsq May 26 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Cavey st 

BAKER, JAMES D&AR, Harwich, Essex, Baker May 29 
at 2.45 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

BRIGATMORE, FRED STANLEY, Sandall Grove, nr Don- 
caster, Iron and Steel Merchant May 26 at 12.30 
Otf Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

BROWNLOW, HENRY R, St Gzorg~’s rd, Eccleston sq May 
26at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CHEESBROUGH, JOHN ERNEST, Hambleton, York, 
Butcher May 27 at 3.45 Off Rec, fhe Rei House, 
Duncombe pl, York 


May 22 


CLARK, WALTER ROBERT, Chelsham rd, Clapham, Corn- | 


factor May 26 at1lz Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
COLLINS, PATRICK, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Colliery 


Labourer May 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, st Catherine's | . 
| DAVIS, GEORGE FREDERICK, Willesb rough, Kent Archi- 


chmbrs St Catherine st, Pontypridd 


COULTHARD, JoHN, Stockton on ‘ees, Builder May 26 | 


at 11.:0 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Davies GEORGE, Rock Ferry, Chester, Export Agent 
May 22 at 12 Cff Rec, Union Marine bldgs, 11, Dale 
st, Liverpcol 

Dopps, FxED GUNSON, Manchester, Butcher May 25 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manch ster 

EVANS, RACHEL, and ANNE “VANS, Lianfihan rel ar arth, 
Carmarthen May 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

FERKYMAN, ELLA FRANCES, North Audley st May 25 at 
1 Bankruptcy bidygs, Carey st 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM, Clyd:ch Vale, Glam, Underground 
Haulier May 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's 
chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 














Hurrry, GrorGE, Thaxted, Essex, Journeyman Wheel 
wright May 22 at 1t 14, Kedford row 

Hua@uHeEs, DANIEL, Abercwmboi, Aberdare, Colliery 
Labourer Miy 27 at 11.45 Off Rec, St. Catherine's 
chmbrs, St. Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Hurst, JAMES WYNDHAM, Bashley, New Milton, 
Southampton, Farmer May 23 at 11 Off Rec, 
Midland Bank chmbrs, High 5t, Southampton 

JENNINGS, JAMES INGRAM, Keighley, Hatter May 23 
at 11 Off Kec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

KEEPING, WALTER JAMES, Christchurch, Southamdton, 
Oil and Hardware Merchant May 25 at12 Off Rec, 
Mid ‘and Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

LAING, WILLIAM JOHN, Bromley, Kent, Coal Merchants 
Manager May22 at 11°30 132, York rd, Westminste 
Bridge rd 

Mason, Lewis EpwARD, York, Dealer in Musical Goodr 
May 25 at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pis 
York 

MIDDLETON, MARK WeEsTCOTT, Oakford, Devon, Farmer 
May 29 at 12.15 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, | xeter 

MYDELLTON, ALFRED, Crescent gins, Wimbledon May 22 
atll 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

NEWFIELD, E H, Poultry, Cheapside May 25 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

OvuRouSSOFY, Prince 8, Half Moon st, Piccadilly, Gentle- 
man May 25at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

POULTON, ARTHUR JOSEPH, and CHARLES SELBY POULTON, 
Falmouth, Portable Theatre Managers May 23 at 12 
Of Kec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

Pryor, JOHN MORRIS, Langford, Beds, Carpenter May 23 
at 3.30 MHalliley and Morrison, Solicitors, Mill st, 
Bedford 

ROBERTSON, DavVID, Selby Yorks, Watchmaker May 27 
at 3.15 Off Rec, The Rei House, Duncombe pl, York 

SEAGO, THOMAS, Norwich May 23 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, 

ing +t, Norwich . 

SrMons, HAROLD, Uckinghall, Ripple, Worcs, Market Gar- 
dener May 25 at 3.15 County Court bidygs 
Cheltenham 

STABLES, JOHN EDWARD, Sheffield, Taxicab Proprietor 
May 26 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheflield 

WaTERS, THOMAS FLETCHER, Lrverppool May 22 at 
1130 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11 Dale st, 
Liverpool 

WILTSHIkE, ALBRED, Tylo'stown, Glam, Collier May 22 
at 11.15 Otf Rec, St Catherine’schmbrs, St Catherine 
st, Pontypridd 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


AINLEY, RAYMOND, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Braiford 
Pet May 11 Ord May 12 

BoNAS, RUDOLF, Great Centra! Hote), Marylebone, Stock- 
broker High Court Pet Jan20 Ord May 12 

BOND, ERNES?, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet May 13 Ord 
May 13 

CLARK, WALTER ROBERT, Chelsham rd, Clapham, Corn 
Factor High Court Pet May 7 Ord May 13 

CHEESBROUGH, JOHN ERNEST, Hambleton, Yorks, Butcher 
York Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

COLLINS, PATRICK, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Colliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May1l1 Ord May 11 

CoMPTON, SPENCER, Overton, Wilts, Farmer Swindon 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

DAVIES, DAVID, Gorseinon, Glam, Colliery Mason Swan- 
sea Pet Maylz Ord May 12 

DAVIES, D NuN, Lampeter, Draper Carmarthen Pet 
April 15 Ord May 11 

DAvigs, DAVID THOMAS, Readiog, Stores Manager 
Reading Pet May 12 Ord May 12 


tect Canterbury Pet Aprilis Ord May 9 

Dings, LEWIS GARNETT, Wrexham, Commercial Clerk 
Wrexham Pet May tt Ord Mvy 11 

Doppbs, Frep GUNSON, Manchester, Butcher Manchester 

Peb May 11 Ord May lL 

EDWARDS, JOHN THOMAS, and THOMAS LLOYD, Maesteg, 
Builders Cardiff Pet May 11 Ord May 11 

EVANS, RACHEL, and ANNE EVANS, Lianfinangel ar arth, 
Carmarthen Carmarthen Pet April 30 Ord May 13 

GLENISTER, CLEMENT JOHN, and CLEMENT LESLIE 
GLENISTER, Bexhiil en fea Piauoforte Deaiers 
Hastings Pet Apil 7 Ord May 1t 

HAMMOND, WILLIAM,*Clydach Val, Glam, Underground 
Haulier Pontypridd Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

HARRISON, STEPHEN, Burnley, Butcher Burnley Pet 
May 11 Ord May 11 





(Central 


to its Diocesan Finance. 


Staffordshire Potteries. 





HOME MISSIONS 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and poorer suburbs of large cities, and for mining and other industrial 
towns; in doing so it acts as a CENTRAL AGENCY for conveying help 
to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
of very real importance at the present moment. _ 

iven part to send help to those needy places which are beyond the border of the 
reel in which they live, and therefore cannot be helped by their contribution 
In this way, the A.C.S. is giving great help to the 
populous poor districts of South London and “ London over the Border,” to the 
Colliery regions of South Wales, and to parishes in the Black Country and the 
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The Society’s work is 
It enables Churchpeople in any 
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HivuGHES, DANIEL, Abercewmboi, Aberdare, Colliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May 12 Ord Mar 12 
HUNTER, GEORGE HARRISON, Ashford, Kent 
Pet May }1 Ord May il 
JENNINGS, JAMES INGRAM, Keighley, 
Bradiord PetMay 12 Ord May iz 
LAING, WILLIAM JuHN, Bromley, Kent, Coal Merchant's 
Manager Croydon Pet May lL Ord May 11 
LICHtTWITZ, ARTHUR, Westbourne Park, Zine 
High Court Pet Feb24 Ord May 13 
MASTERS, ALFRED, Liansamlet, Giam, 
Pet May lz Ord May 12 
MIDDLETON, MARK WestoorrT, Oakford, 
Exeter Pet May9 Ord May 9 
PARSONS, WILLIAM Harary, D uchty 
‘ommercial [raveller High Court 
May 12 
POLLARD, JOHN, 
Ord May 11 
PooLe, Gores, Birton on Humber, 
Grimsby Pet Mayili Ord May il 
Rees, Joun Heaserr, Holyheai, Painter 
May 11 Ord May 11 
ROBERTSON, VAVID, Selby, Y 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 
ROGERS, CHARLES HENRY, Swansea, Architect Swansea 
Pet May 13 Ord M+y13 
Spencer, (HoOMAS HENRY, Stoke 
Licensed Victualler Ayles »ury 
May 1: 
Vickers, ARTHUR Hep’ ey. Colwyn Bay, Vanman 
Pet May iz Ord May 12 
WILTSHIRE, ALFRED, Tylorstown, Glam 
pridd Pet Mayil Od May ll 


Yorks, Hatter 
Worker 
Grocer Swansea 
Devon, Farmer 


Bloomsbury, 
Ord 


st, 
Pet May 8 
Witney, Oxford Ox‘ord Pet April 8 
Tiasmith Great 
Pet 


Bangor 


wks, Watchmaker York 


Oxford, 
Ord 


Talinaze, 
Pet May 4 


Bangor 


Collier, Poaty 


Amonded Notice sabstituted for that publisied in the 
London Gazette of Mar 17: 
Tyaer, Capt CHartes THomas, Piccidilly, Secretary to 
Aviation Company High Court Pet Oct 28, 1913 
Ord Mar 12 


Amended Notice substituted for that publishe in the 
London Gazette of May 1; 
RAPHAEL, Percy Isaac, Connaught st, Hyde Park High 
Court Pet Febi6é Ord April 23 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AHRLE, H¢ 


Dee lo 


Adelaide rd, Hampstead Pet 

Ord May 12 

ANT LL, JAMES, Walisall, 
May 16 Ord May i6 

ASHLEY, RICHARD, Barnoldswick, Cotton Waste Mer- 
chant bradford Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

BAILEY & 80N8s, WILLIAM, Loagton, Eartheaware Manu- 
facturers Stoke upon Trent aod Longton Pet May 6 
Ord May 15 

BAKER, ANDREW, Southampton, Confectioner 
ampton Pet May i4 Urd May 14 

BARNES, SAMURL, Bredbury, nr Stockport, Cheshire, Far 
mer Stockport Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

BECKMAN, ABKAHAM, Grafton st, Mile End, Woollen Sales- 
man Hign Court Pet Miyi5 Ori May 15 

BLEND, HyMAN, Evering rd, Stoke Newing.on, Manufac 
turing Furrier High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

}OURNE, FREDERICK UNDERDOWN, Kamegate, Linen 
Draper Canterbury Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

BRYDSON, ANDREW HuTTON, Balcary, Kegworth, Leicester, 
Travelling Draper Lei ester Pet May 14 Ord 
May \4 

Davies, WILLIAM, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Blacksmith Ponty- 
pridd Pet May 1 ‘rd May 15 

FIRMINGER, ALBERT THOMAS, Vauxhall Bridge rd 
Court Pet April2 Ord May 15 

GOODLIFFE, WILLIAM, Leicester, Varter 
Mayil6 Ord May 16 

KING, ARTHUR, Stockton on Tees, Builder 
Tees Pet May l4 Ord May 14 

KREUZ, Emit, Hendon, Musician 
Ord May 14 

LLOYD, CHARLES LLEWELLYN, Fleet st, Advertisement 
Contractor High Court Pet April 16 O.d May 13 

Lock, Hakry, Wembly, Middix, Pianofurte Dealer St 
Albans Pet May isa Ord May 14 

LOMAS, HERBERT, Manches er, Wheeiwright 
Pet Feb i4 Ord May 14 

MAY, WILLIAM, Bethnal Green, Baker 
Feb ll Ord May7 

Moore, TAMAR, Bradford 
May 16 

PayN, EvWARD Hopkins Fox, Newport, Isle of Wight, 
Draper Newport Pet May5 Ord May 16 

Pergins, JOHN Henry, Gellygaer, Glam, Blacksmith 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Mayi5 Ord May 15 

Porrer, Lewis Gegoresr, Hingham, Norfolk, 
noraich Pet May 16 Urd May 16 

PURCELL, BOWAkD, Wallasey, Chester, 
youl Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Rump, Roseart, and FRED<RICK KENTON, Blyth, Northum- 
berland, Auctlooeers Newcastie-upou-[yne Pet 
May13 Ord Miy13 

SCHMIpT, GUSTAVE ALBERT MICHAEL, Willesden, 
sian Well sorer tgh Court Pet Mar dl 
May 14 

Suiruer, Joun Ropert, Outwell, Norfolk, 
Kings Lynn Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

SPENCER, PexcY GLADSIONE, Leeds, Bespoke Tailor 
Leds Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

STOREY, GEore#e, Warwick st, Westminster 
Pet April 20 Ord May 14 

TANNER, HELEN ADELA, Stanhope gdus, Kensington, 
Fiorist High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

WHITE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Matlock Bath, Derby, 
Polit cal Registratiun Agent Derby Pet Feb18 Ora 
Mar 2 

WoOoLF, MORRIS, Chance st, Bethnal 
Court PetApril® Ord May 14 


High Court 


Confectioner Walisall Pet 


South 


High 
Leicester Pet 
Stockton on 


Barnet Pet Mar 19 


Manchest_r 
Hizh Court Pet 


Bradford Pet May16 Ord 


Miller 


Clothier Liver- 


Arte- 
Ord 


Butcher 


High Court 


Green rd High 


Can‘erbury 


Amended Notice substituted for that publishrd in 
London Gazette of May 15: 

Patrick, Miskin, Mountain 

Aberdare Pet Mayil Ord May 11 


COLLINS, 
Labourer 


ORDER RESCINDING ORDER. 


City rd, Motor Accessories Dealers 
Res April 24, 1914 


GILL BROTHERS, 
Resc Ord Dec 12, 1913 


FIRST MEETINGS 

AHRLE, H C, Adelaide rd, Hampstead May 28 at 1 
taukruptcy b'dgs. Cirey st 

ANTILL, JAMES, Wal.al!, Confectioner May 29 at 12 
Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolveraamptou 

ASHLEY, KIC 4ARD, Barnol tswick, 
Waste Merchant May 27 at 11 
st, Bra iford 

ATWILL, JouN, Yelverton, Devon, Baker 
7, Buckland ter, Plym »ath 

BARKER, ANDREW, Soutaampton, Confectioner 
at 11 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrsa, High st, 
Southampton 

BaTESs, HIRAM WALKER. Sheffield, Grocer 
OW Rec, Figtree is, Sheffield 

BECKMAN, ABRAHAM, Grafton Mile 
Merchants’ Salesman 
bidgs, Carey st 

BLEND, HYMAN, Evering rd, Stoke Newington, Manufac- 
turing furcier May 22 at 11 Baakruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

BoND, ERNEST, Derby, Tailor May 26 at 10.30 
Offices, 12, St, Peters’ Churchyard, Derby 

BRYDSON, ANDREW HvTTron, Kegwoitn, Leicester, 
Travelling Drap2r May 26 at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge 
st, Leicester 

CuarMaN, H J, Kettering, Bovst Manufacturer 
atil2 Off Rec, Tne Parade, Northampton 

COMPTON, SPENCER, Overto:, Wilts, Farmer May 28 at 
ll Off Kec, 38, Regent c r, Swindoa 

CROSSLAND, Percy RicHAKD, Kingston upon Hall, Coal 
Exporter May 23 at 12 Off Kec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

DAVIES, DAVID, Gorseinon, Glam, Colliery Mason May 26 
at ll Off Rec, Government blugs, St Mary's 3t, 
Swansea 

DAVIES, D. Nun, Lampeter, Cardizanshire, Draper 
v7 at 12 Off Kec, Byromst, Manchester 

DAVIES, WLLLIAM, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Blacksmith May 
23 at il Off Rec, 8t Catherine's chmbrs, St Cather- 
ine st, Pontypri id 

FIRMINGER, ALBERT THOMAS, Vauxhall Bridge rd May 
9at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GAUNT, BEN OSWALD. H»ylandswaine, nr Penistone, 
Yorks, Farmer May 28 at 11.15 Off Rec, County 
Crt Halli, Regent st, (Eastgate Entrance) 
Barn-ley 

GoopLirré, WILLIAM, Leicester, Carter May 26 at 3.30 
Off Rec, 1 Berridze st, Leicester 

HARRISON, STEPHEN, Burnley, Butcher 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Jon«s, OWEN, Lianffinan, Anglesey, Farmer 
12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

KING, ARTHUR, Stockton on Tees, Builder May 29 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough P 

LAND, WILLIAM HENRY, Sheffield, Sh»opfitter 
11.30 wtf Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

LLOYD, CHARLES LLEWELLYN, Fleet 
Coatractor May 28 at li 
Carey st 

May, WILLIAM, G ‘ssett st, Bethnal Green, Baker May 28 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidye, Carey st 

Mookk, TAMAR, Braiford May 28 
Duke st, Bradford 

OrwWiN, JOHN, Mavefield, Notts, 
May 27 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 
Nottingham 

PANDRY, ALBERT, Cricklewood, Middlx 
Binkruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PARSONS, /OHN GEORGE, Lincoln, Secretary 
12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

PEKING, JoHN HENRY, Gelligaer Glam, Blacksmith, 
May 28 at11.30 Off Rec, St Catnerine’s chmbrs,8 
C \therine, st, Poutypridd 

POOLE, GEORGE, Barton on Humber, Tinsmith May 26 
at 11 O@ Rec, St Mary's chmb.s, Great Grimsby 

RACKHAM, RoBeRT ARTHUR, Barnes, Motor Engineer 
May 26 at 11 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Rees, JoHN Herserr, Holyhead, Painter May 29 at 
12.15 Crypt chmbr:, Chester 

Rump, RoBeRr, and FREDERICK BENTON, Blyth, Anc- 
tioneers May 28atll Of Kec, 30, Musley st, New- 
castle. upon Tyne 

SCHMIDT, GUSTAVE ALBERT MICHAEL, Willesden, Arte- 
sian Well Borer May 27 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

SPENCER, PERCY GLADSTONE, Leeds, Bespoke Tailor 
23 atll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

STEVENS, ROBERT, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Innkeeper 
May 28at3.15 8, Hammond st, Taunton 


off 


Yorks, Cotton 
Off Kec, 12, Duke 


May 26 at 3.15 


May 26 at 11 


st, End, Woollen 


Off Rec 


May 29 


May 


May 27 at 11 


May 29 at 


May 26 at 


Advertisement 
bludgs, 


st, 
Bankruptcy 


atll Off Rac, 12, 


Bo xt Manufacturer, 
Park st, 


May 28 at 12 
May 28 at 


May 


SToREY, GEORGE, Warwi:x st, Westminster May 28 at 11 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
TANNER, HELEN ADELA, Stanhope gdns, Kensington May 
27 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Vickers, ARTH R HEDLEY, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Van- | 


man May 29 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Woo.r, Morais, Chance st, Bethnal Greenrd May 28 at 
11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ANTILL, JAMES, Walesll, 
May 16 Ord May 16 

ASHLEY, RICHARD, Barnoldswick, 
Waste Merchant bradford Pet 
May 14 


Walsall Pet 


Yorks, 
May 14 


Confectioner 


Cotton 
Ord 


Ash, Colliery 


| INGLETON, WILLIAM, Basinghall st 


May 27 | 
| KING, ATHUR, Stockton on Tees, Builder 


May 29 at 11.30 Bankruptcy | 


advantages of his long ex i 
| , Lt. in the special inserwon of all pro forma notices, 


Forms, G@ \ : 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with 


BARNES, SAMUEL, Bredbury, nr Stockport, Farmer 
Steckport Pet May 16 Ord May 15 

BLEND, HyMAN, Evering rd, Stoke Newington, Manufac- 
turing Furrier High Court Pet May 15 Ord 
May 15 

BOURNE, FREDERICK UNDERDOWN, Ramegate, 
Draper Cauterbury Pet May 14 Ord May 14 

BRYDSON, ANDREW Hutton, Kegworth, Leicester 
Travelling Draper Leicester Pet May14 Ord May 14 

CALEY, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Provision Merchaut Liver- 
pool Pet April 2° Ord May 16 

CROSSLAND, Percy RIcHARD, Kingston upon Hull, Coa! 
Exporter Kings on upo. Huil Pet May 12 Ord 
May 14 

GoovLir¥F«, WILLIAM, Leicester, Carter Leicester Pet 
May 16 Ord May 16 

Horton, WILLIAM HENRY ADOLPHUS, Leyton, 
Maoufacturers’ Agent High Court Pet April 17 
May 15 


Linen 


Essex, 
Ord 

High Court Pet 
Mar 24 Ord May 15 

KBEPING, WALTER JAMES, Christchurch, Southampton, 
Oil and Hardware Merchant Poole Pet May li Orda 
May 15 

Stockton on 
Tees Pet May il4 Ord May 14 

Lewis, Jos SYDNEY, Gleveldon rd, Streatham Wands- 
worth Pet Jani16é Ord May 13 

MAY, WILLIAM, Gossett st, ethnil Green, Baker High 
Court Pet ¥ebil Ord May 15 

Moore, TaMaR, Bradford bradford Pet May 16 Ord 
May 16 

PARSONS, JOHN GEORGE, Lixcoln, Secretary Lincoln Pet 
May 2 Ord May 14 

PERKINS, JOHN HesRy, Gellygaer, Glam, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

PoTTeR, LEWIS GEORGE, Norfolk, ‘Miller Norwich 
May 16 Ord May 16 

PURCELL, EDWARD, Wallasey, Chester, Clothier Liverpool 
Pet May 15 Ord May 16 

RACKHAM, ROBERT ARTHUR Barnes, Motor Engineer 
Wandsworth Pet April 20 Ord May 16 

RuMP, ROBERT, and FREDERIK BENTON, Blyth, Northum- 
berland, Auctione-rs, Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 
13 Ord May 13 

RUNNALLS, JAMES, Victoria st, Westminster, 
High Court Pet Mar 2 Ord May 14 

SHAW, HERBERT WILLIAM, Acre In, Brixton, 
High Court Pet Mar 31 Ord May 15 

SmiTHE®, JoHN RoBeRT, Outwell, Norfolk, Butcher 
King’s Lynn Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

SPENCER, PeRcY GLADST NE. Leeds, Bespoke Tailor Leeds 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Storey, Georce, Warwick st, Westminster 
Court Pet April20 Od May 16 

Tuck, WILLIAM REGINALD, Eastbourne High Court 
Pet Nov 10 Ord May i4 

ZAHN, WILLIAM, Broad st house,Cork Merchant High 
Vourt Pet April6é Ord May 14 


Blacksmith 


Pet 


Agent 


Engineer 


High 


Amended Notice substituted for that pub‘ished in the 
London Gazette of May | : 


PENCE, WILLIAM NAYLOR, Shoreham by Sea, Sussex, Office 
Manager brighton Pet Aprill Ord Apiil 29 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Loudon Gazette of Muy 15: 


COLLINS, PATRICK, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery 
Labourer Aberdare Pet May 11 Ord May 11 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


CLARKE, THOMAS, Buckingham Palace rd High Court 
Adjud Feb 13,1913 Annul May 12, 1914 








MR. CHARLES THWAITES (Indermaur & 


Thwaites), Solicitor (Editor the “Law Students 
journal,” &c., &c.), 22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., con- 
tinues to read with Students, both in Ciass and Privatety 
and through the Post, for the Solicitors’ Final and Inter- 
mediate Examinations, Bar and other legal examinations. 
fees on application. " 

Telegrams: “ Danensis, London.” Tel.: 12027 Central, 





“LAW NOTES” LENDING LIBRARY 
for PRACTITIONERS and STUDENTS. 
SUBSCRIPTIONS FROM £1 1s. PER ANNUM. For infor- 

mation— 
THE LIBRARIAN, “Law Notes” Library, 
25 and 26, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 


HENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 


direct the atvention of the Legal Profession 
pe ow perience of upwards of 


to solicit their continued support, — N.B. 
is, for Statutory Notices to Ured:tors and 
on. 


necessary Deciarati 
File of “London Gazette” kept for free reference. By 
appointment, 


&ec., and 








